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Abstract

With the aim of removing human errors and providing critical feedback and suggestions
for improvement, considerable research has be done on computer-based automated essay-
scoring systems. Examples of these include e-rater, PEG, IEA, IntelliMetric, and BETSY.
This paper summarizes how these systems work in an attempt to comprehend their fea-
tures. They are also compared. An automated Japanese essay-scoring system named Jess
is introduced, including our analysis of its performance. Lastly, difficulties caused by its
treatment of Japanese passages and related problems are discussed.



1 WEC®HIC

1.1 FKITHEROER

BE) T v ¥ A FEf Qg OWZe I <, 1960 F£KD Page(1966) 1ChhE 5 & S5, Page
DEAF L 72> AT Lk Project Essay Grade, PEG & &4 &N/, ZDBFO BRIIEK
BT A MBI STy CAFHBIOBRBOAHZHS T2 IlH- k. BRI TORS (F
V=R LTHEZEDT y A EHWT, T3 A NHIEIRLERIFICBIT HEH
REEFEL, BVOTy A 2a7%2FillT5. PEG A7 HEBE A7 & OFFBFREK
130.78 C, HERLOMEI0.85ITHNbDTH - /=,

Yk, HBICHE ShIBEBERRENZ LD, L2 Y- RRSE, TykfD
RS (7—FH), 2o~oH, miEsmo, —MHI T2 (uncommon) 7 — RO¥, v -
Y DIR SN Tz, Page 1T 2N 6 DRHHE % proxies & B, KRHEL &5 & T5F
XEFROKAL L. PEG OT vy AT Filldd 5 BEDORKRIN ZIND =78, WIHI 0 BRE
TIEX, BLUOEKEFII =T A KRIFTANSGNLICHE > TV, ZHUIMELAT VR
EEAICHIEL TN I IGERT 5 2Z 2 615, PEGICKL TE, RENEEEL
ANTWEEDIL, My 72 TROWRAAYE2ATHIESL ZEMTES, L) HEH
MINTz, IS L ORENZBFIE LT, EXOEERETHLL 5D, L ATAE
(contents), #AfML (organization), UK (style) & 2 A THELT, ZDLDICEEAD
HENRT 4 — RNy V72 BZ5ZeMTER, L) L 2EHTLI LN TES,

1980 FEXOWIHAICIE, Writers Workbench (WWB) & MEEN S /ESCY — VASBEF S 7=,
ZHUEANY Vo F R, AEit (readability) ICDWTC, EBEFRICEARNNTEE5X5 Y
DCH5H. £7- WWB EaFitkofiEsd, XEICEENLT— K, XH, XoHIHE W
TIRRL. WWBUIETFAMORAEXML R Z 7B F0Tar I L 0D 28N TES
n, EXREOHHTMEZITIROD1I AT v TLEI I MWTE5,

DORECBWTY 2o, BASERD WWB & SR E LEREXE Y AT LR
MBEF SNz, REWL Y 2T LI NTT T S /2 REVISEGRUE - &M - Bl - 5
K, 1987) 2Rk e L BREFETICB W CRIA SN T3 VOICE-TWINR - /NR - &
K, 1993) X, COMET (&% « K77+ Kl - EE, 1986) 2Rk LKL THWS TS
St.WORDS (f&& - £ 4 K « #RAIR - F17¢, 1992), FERFHE CEBE L T2 FleCS (&
- B - &F, 1992) REWNH L.

HARNXORIE, HEDZANNF =y ZICHET 50O THLN, RICHZOFENRE %
TR TmL, BV oBBIRNZEE =9I, 722 213 VOICE-TWIN T, &7 H ik
BEEMHAY, ARTE L OMBEHRNEZEIEL s, BREZRAE, L2 2 55 % 2
VTXR] EMEELRED, BT/ EEEOTHADTR, Wi, MG E ERG R Y DAT,
HRTAL TR L > TS, ELBREDD DALV — VBB /FHFTEL LD
TRENTWS, T, HEOHRHDBFICBWTIL, TOEDOFEAENKBICEE > 05
ZebHoT, INLONEBRETEY AT L, BETOUREOHS CHEBICHHINT
W5,

1990 FARICII B A S FEMUE (Natural Language Processing, NLP) > f&#Hi#3% (Information
Retrieval, IR) & AESR L E - T, Ih b OFMi 2 /EX o MERIEICERBRI TSR
BRI NIz,

7 AV 7 OREE RN D NFABR T B % Graduate Management Admission Test, GMAT
D—ERTH HYEX T A b Analytical Writing Assessment, AWA 1BV 5 T v ¥ A R aFtE



IV, FHfi OISR L L TSHEDZ M (syntax variety), IN%R (topic content), FA#%{t (orga-
nization of idea) W& 5N T 5, Jill Burstein ZH/0& §5 ETS OF —ALld, ZD 3D
DOBEE L EEM C@Jﬁ:’?‘é 72T NLP ® IR @ﬁﬂr%)ﬂ“fiﬁid)ﬁ‘@ﬁﬁ??ﬁﬂtﬂ L,
FIALCW5, e xid ﬁe11/t4¢xﬁhéi%ﬁ®54ﬁ%ﬁg?ét I NLP
Tﬁwiwéﬁi%ﬁ“ﬁw%ﬁmfwé.%#nfmémew %ﬁ»OWTi,é%,
IR CEIRTH - LB IGEBREICHE S WX MVERIETF IV E N TH 5,

GMAT ® AWA 57 A hCld, BT F A MFTRRENTVEERIC OV T OO &
IbDE, BT XA TRRNONTVERFEDHEICOVWTCHLER2RRRLb DL
O 2EMNHBEINGD, erater DT H K F A FITBNTUIE 4400 Ao T v 2 AIIH L
TAEOFEE & I L 724558, 6 Afiad 2 8L ERZ S 2T RIE2E 0K 10%TH -
Tz, THIIHERD 2 NOFEMFICL 2 —HEL ZIEREETHY, ZTIITEY erater BH
KO—FIMEREL 9 5 2 & OFZLMPHREE S vz (Burstein, Kukich, Wolff, Lu, Chodorow,
Braden-Harder, & Harris, 1998).

PEG ICBW T HEME 2 & D EEMICHIETE S X ) ICHRE SNz (Page, 1994). =
NITENE, BHEOTa T I LELEOEMN VDT ILHET 5%, LVERMETENR
THORM Y, TOERMITNRENTNE? LLT0E, LALERS, 1EAY 0T
IKDWTIERZICAB ST,

F 7= Z OB, Landauer 5% H02 T2 70— 7N, EXHER L EENICHIET S
ke LT, XERRORLELRERERHTH S TREC(Text REtrieval Conference) 72
2:""(‘@/\/ IS Z 0B AMMNERINTE 7 Latent Semantic Analysis %9 Af, Tyt A

ICE ENDFEEOLFI—BUE SR, WhY LB RNEDO—HEWET S AT
s Intelligent Essay Assessor, IEA % B3 L 7z (Foltz, Laham, & Landauer, 1999). IEA %,
BUECIHHREMNRSH, NR, UK, B (X=X L) D 3 D0 &N 6 FHIiA S 558,
15 DFEEICDONT 3296 RO T v ZAITOWTEFHE L 72 & 2 5, 2A®%W%K;éﬁﬁ@
FHREAR0.86 TH L DITKTL, IEA L HEMRICL ZFAOMHEBIKIZIEFEL 0.85 ThH-7. b
RTINS DFEITIRAERICOWTOHBTH 50, NS, 5(1'2'5, R D BARITK L Cld
IEA X HEMR L MBI Z N Z4 0.83, 0.68, 0.66 £ D L/INS <05,

2000 FEARICA D, XA XEHEZFR Y ANz BETSY (Rudner & Liang, 2002) %, JV—)V
FRTNAY XLIHET < IntelliMetric (Elliot, 2003), £7=HAZZET v ¥ A ZAHT 5 M
—DY AT LTH D Jess (AR - &, 2003b) REOFHLICEH L avEa—2ickd
Ty A OBRBREB LOFHEL, FEEDORINZNR (B 5/ Nw X DFEENERDH T
BIATRbN ML VFENED S), REER (RN SFEICHE SO TEINNGRX
285 —uNCEHEi T 50y EDLDICELET LM R EDRELZPFRTE 5117 TkL,
RROFHEZRIGIAKRL, INFENREHEENTEL L V[T, BOTHRZTH
LLEZLNTNS,

Ty A OHBRAB LOFHEE, BE, HEWEICBISRVRy MMRgEEO—D L
o TOBN, INEOBENEACL > TETCWLEB L LTE, R, METHN2 7
Ta—F DEh 5 - BT B, WRREFEEME (2 —/"R) 2HH L 7=HE - BiETHR
77— FWEEIND, ZOEMENS L OMEERBHFE LB INTE Lz e
265, 2—/3Z (corpus, pl. corpora) L IFKBERFTET —FX—ADZLTHDY,
7 — % OUESED 2 VITFIH BT L VAR REREMNEET 6. EFShieTs A b2
HICEDTERL D (Ea—/3A, raw corpus) 2 6 il R SUEHR R & O/ O S iaEHm %
5 L72bD (7 7fF& a—/3Z, tagged corpus; fENTIE #» 2 — /XA, analyzed corpus) & &
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ZRTCHD., A—NAZACEIHIOT TV Ir— g ViiE, BRIRRL DT Y, #
WRERER, = aat, N EEHL, HEHERER, XEBENREEBTLINTEL. Zhi
BRSBTS 2 LIl b Ty A T A N OFHiIC, Foid BASELHETO
R EZE VAL O 2 TE2RAIE, OO THARARENTHL LW 2Nz k). B
- RATIBLED 5 DFFEOET L L IEHICOWTEDH L 72 2O R FIC O W T O EER
WORMHIREF L LC, J6(1999) Z#EAL THL. NI ILETN, Bh<vazeTl,
MR, AT hOE—EF N RLIKOWTHLLME Z e M TE 5, HRSTNHESE
BICOWTORWERIEL LT, KR (1996) D 600 X—U 0635 KENRD 5.

1.2 HERAVATALICEIFhIEH

AU a—FICELHBRAICOWTOPHOFRICBWTE, Ll (ayEa—%
D, NBEOFEEIKHT HEFEHICESNEIN TN, ZTOIFE ACDRFZRIZBWT, a v

Ea— I AEE ZIEREENZTNAETHL I ERLTER, T, Ty A DNERT
il DT DO E DL (Keith, 1998; Page, Lavoie, & Keith, 1996) & ¥ A7 LA O Tl
M (Myford & Cline, 2002) ICEAOME PNz, TR, ZhiloWnWTy, ayEa—%
BABEIZIEFRE» T NUALETH L Z e IIRS N

Bennet & Bejar (1998) %, 21> Ea— & OMEEZ Gl § 2ME—0FHE L L T AR OFEE
WL EICH > TS 2 e 2L T s, AR OFFEIFEAI OIS EEMEUER (rubric)
IKESWTNLEDTHY, ZNIT—FNZEREE (acceptable) & & X LM LR T 5
DL DENETH L., EXOBEOZYMICLTY, Banims B I aicfgL 2
NFRSIROLAT D & D SRR > ORENFIET 5 LR L T\5. 1 DB ORE
3, XRICH LT —<ZFFET L e DBEL L, ABRVEXZHHRL TS0 To

IR, 2D 22 THBL, 22HIE, RWMEXDZDDON— VBB NS 0IlH 5,
FOICBABLZ L THLE., FESFILEREIEDO BRIV — V2B L DL, BEFEOES
FHREEBVLYODDIUGHETERNLE VI RAFLOEENRINL L ERRONLEDTH
LM, FOERIT—MIC iﬁbw.tax,E%%ﬁaw%ﬁéﬁwfwf,ikﬁwﬁm
BERND 5722 LT, FFEERTEWEENEL2GL L IRETHA D, 3 >HIZAM

DFFEZTE CTERWVEEEMNE LN LTY, ZHEE SRR SHERICLS2bDTH
5, tnHZeThHL. HETyEANEN (HEVIEFEN) LHEShL e I, RET
NERW (BHLWITED)EXR LB L 2RI TELEFITRL TS 20,

Bereiter(2003) b HFIRIC L S REOARZEIZIEMHL T 5. ARBOBRAILE, BWY (H
5 WEED) HIRAMO 2 T OFHIBAIC R (55 VIEY) iz 525, Wb HN
O—3RDHLZEBHMENTNENETH S, B, Fridman A 1980 FIAT - 72 HF5E
IKENIE, ABOFHEEIFZEDT y A DFITRASE LT DFIC LS Ty A 2R
WKE M s 5 Z e M T o7z, D720, 1K (Bereiter) IZFHEFAS AT LEZHRT
LHEDO—2 L LT, BARDOFTEE (rater) 2O 0TI, BARDIA ¥ -2
CEEREL TS, FEELSDTN— TN Lz Jess 1F, FMARDITA ¥ —ILLHNE
REMMEUEL T5 L W) A TCHRTEYIOY AT L ND T2 BN 5,

—%, BERAS AT LAFBEICATa 7 RTZTTRL, BHETIINGENRT 1 — RNy
PREBETIODIELY = Ve RieT 2 bT&5, ZDXIRIETE, RnRxaryiFik
A, BTy A O L OWPICREND L0 2 B@YNHRRTLLENDHS D, 0
I, BIFE, e-rater DFHFET — LAFLAT ORFEICH Y LA T2 & D (Kukich, 2000).

1 DB AT T — (72 & 21X “I concentrates”, "this conclusions” 78 &) T2y, —



i< Y5R (pollution)] & MHINLFESE LOGET T —%, U— RUWTDON 7S LET IV
(7= Z2133E, 1999 2 &) IKH DWW TRRL LI WO b0 ThH 5. 15N offle L Cidn]
BFAIOEY /B RICODNLZEI R EBNET 6N, HHIKkbE N=202 L]k
Z1Z, ALEK(Assessment of Lexical Knowledge) & 4ffiI oz D77 =y I N F —
CRAEBLED BDTIRMERICT S —Th -7, LHEL T35,

HARZEOGETH I 0 61E, BiFEoRY /Figkofle LT, TR T17<) = HEANMTL,
SRS ) — TETEMEIRD | REEFETLeNTEL, FREXOHE LT MHEGE
BILT) — TFRE2IOT, EET L, AL ET.) (Rf—), I~Lane~Ligwn,) (&
HIE), BEomWERORFI (BBREBHEGR) REBET o LS. ZholdFE L LTHE
XIEATALEIC L VR L WIET 5 2 MTEH L DTH 5.

2 O HOFEY, FREFTHO SN LHUIMEELE (centering theory) ICBWT 557 - 7
N (rough-shift) Z#H L & 5 & T5R A TH L. FOMCHEERE, A5 & JefT8a0 OREIGEE
%% A€ % Fih (Grosz, Joshi, & Weinstein, 1995) TH VY, NI VALV —¥ 3 v OERR
JIEIC THEHE (continue)] > TR#$F (retain)] > AL—A - 27 b (smooth-shift)] > [T 7 -
¥ 7 b (rough-shift)] DBAERH 5. 100440 AWA =y v A 2PFEL L 24, 57 -
7 hOEIGE Ty A AT L IFAOMHBENRDH L L N> TBY, LEN-TT7 -
VI EEOXEBIERETSb0L LMY 5 Z e MIEHLEINSE. BEREOGED,
RO ZT DR SRHEOABL L DOFEIREMIIFHE T LD B N5,

Ihe 22022, £3I85, EXNINOO0HLETH LM, GRomhe LT
KIFAERLV NNV TORY OEFERROENLETHA D, BEflE L CUIEEL RO EA L
( TfERITE ) — THEIRTE] ), FET S8UE ( EREMNE) ), XEOFE ( [E
R LKA — TR ), XBOBVREEZHET LI LN TEL, IS MU
SRR T 2 Z e TET, RC—IREFE HOFITICL VRY L HETE 5D TH 5.

REEHI T 4 — KNy 7 BB T OV TIE Calfee (2000) ICBHFEL <IBRENTNE D,
BEWRE Y AT LEEXTIRY — Ve ZX 55613, ko WWB ofgezh Bz L1
K5 2 e oFREREA & 5.

1.3 HERAVATALICHT 5HH)

Shermis(2002) I &L, Tv A OABREITIIUTO 3 2OHHMENTE 2L 1),
1281}, avEa— 2R3 TFXANPERICEBTLZZENTERY, 20O LDTHL,
WY F—U— RRPRAZEL A TCHEUCERA L LTYH, ZhH4T L baiEmcEY)
WEZI IR > TS EIFRS W, BIZIRLATOL Y %#EZEZ 5. [7 XY 14 F 1 1492
EOMTH U<V 7MLz, ok, aas T2, 40T 4 7V OEBRE=—
T EVINA P RIWRICERRE 2> TS I 2H - T, 7o)bF Y RKE
MOBFERZEERTLI L2 RBEIL2B o7 T, ZOBRIFEEHETHS
M, a7 AOJCKKEEFR RICBIEL 722 O#EY)R X — 7 - RREEN T L7401,
KONDY AT L, ZhIERAATE2E52Shb Ly, ChiEOEETHRITY, ¥
FLWEAIPAEXELZEVLEAIC, RACREERELL ZITETFRINSG. Z0k)ici—
EOWZeE I, BH#ER L L CARI e ot 2HIEL T 5,

2 oL, BRHEEXICNTLEETNEYY N7y T TE5R0RSRRFHELEL
TLHLLNWI 2 THD, HEREAY AT LOZFERBETNVEHNTBY, #EE2B2
720 1OIIERNCE K OBEEBIURLEAELREL TBLLENDH L. Z0kDIT, FRRIC
INEDETFNVWBFEDNL DL, FENCT —F 2805 ZeNRY L2 Db L) R KEFET 2



rDFIFICR SN TN 5.

RO, FELNTOENEROBRNIZ AN 25§ 2 NEREHRORA Y AT L,
FREBICIERDREP N TOEDPICONTE TR RFHE2ITO RETH L, LWVWH bDTH5.
LD L72as 2 ofERMIGEY ciden, L XN, a3a=r—32 3 VOB
EEEOMIE, 722 ZIXEDOEELIRA S DICHENRBERERBNAV LN TWS Y, H5
WG OB > THEM, R VST mE2ERT L2 0), EE, —EoHETITIEL
WEZDIRWEEMD L, 2FVELAF NV L CEHEROEOMAHFZIIGER L T 5
DTHL, BLEBEAMELWZ E BWEELRS, T A bORRIL L VRN OETHS S
L, TOHEMEROZAHEDL LY ENETHA .

KR/ DHERK

2 BT BT B RN B S AT 1 CdH % Electronic Essay Rater, e-rater (Burstein
et al., 1998), Project Essay Grade, PEG (Page, Poggio, & Keith, 1997), Intelligent Essay
Assessor, IEA (Foltz et al, 1999), IntelliMetric (Elliot, 2003), Bayesian Essay Test Scoring
sYstem, BETSY (Rudner et al., 2002) IC2WTEAL, HHE O 2R L. £ AT L
DI, BHEISEWVRZ BT 2 2 3 @mD 2 &, AIERiRY Y A7 Lohg b
bEAT Y VOB RGD S LD ICBD T, 3ENIBAFET y 24 (LAF, /N e
5) BT 5, o ETHRA) CHIE S CHE— OFEFHE > 27 A Jess (AR i, 2003b) 1<
DWWTHENT 5. 4 EICIE, BARGE/NGR X 2 FHE T 5 £, HATEICEA R ME AR TR
FEREIC DWW TEHAEL TEL.

2 ENICHBITIBIEBEVATLA

2.1 Electronic Essay Rater, e-rater

7 AU N OREERERT (Wb LEY R ART —)V) D ANFHAERTH 5 Graduate Manage-
ment Admission Test, GMAT ICBT S/NRXOFEICHNWSENTBY , FMAE L WD AT,
BZOLSRUVELBRBERAESATALTHEL. 7 AU DT A MBI Educational Testing
Service, ETS @ Burstein & OWfZE 27 )V — 7 RBEIR L, 2000 £ & U Z OFEBIEEI T H % ETS
Technologies IZHLFREAFE, B L ERANBEI N TV 5.

E-rater ® GMAT IXB 5 EROF[ICBO UL, |RoLTHharva—FiERLN
THOWVRNWZ L IHEBETLILERD L. 0L 2OBRIFIARBE 2 Ea—F BHNTICE S L,
Z ORER, 15EZEM 6 Aima 2 SLAED - 1551 o NEOFEEE BRI 7RG S 23
EBTSH. WHOIERAOFHEEZXFZEBY PRI ELHNTHHAL T, FaEN1 HO%
BUEE—RTHS 4 JISON S OENEITNS. HFFK L erater ICKLHEO—EFE (1 45
FELAR) 1%, Burstein & Wolska(2003) i< £ 3X 97% C & %. Burstein et al.(1998) Tik, Z
O—HFHIT N TH Y, EHBLEN, S, DR YHENFLEL THnbE Z e RNbh %,

E-rater l[ZLAT D 3 DO EN S/ L EFET 5.

1 (Structure): SHEOZEME, T700 5 7 U — XR03H, B L UL OES| MR
TREIN TS0,
Ty A FOIETRT MSNLP(2004) 72 & O S SR 711 75 2 & - T
SURRAT & 4, RERKER, DEREN, AEHE, BREN RIS h G, Th 65X B, RERE
IS BT % Bh#EhEE (would, could, should, might, may) O HIRERUR & OfFHREGEH 2 &
MTEL, T Y, LT IHESUEEZ A TR ED, Zh 6 oE, H25WIiTH



BHERLFHARLZ L T, 120y A BT SIS HEEORELZBLILNTE5.

#B#4{L (Organization): 7 A 7 ¢ 7WEBEARL KB Sh 5 Z L. FIAIXERRRRK
B, B 5 VIEXCE QR OB R BHHEDSEDN TS b
Ty YA DFmETHGT 572010, £ T v A ZEE (discourse) & FEIXN 5 BIEHY
IR am DR A DB 5. Z O, B EOBK L 34T L —HLanz e
IERT 5.
RGN ENT 5 HERIUIR O DO HEMRD 55, erater TlE (—RAITIEH % Wik
b)) FAPVEE (cue word) 1< & B HEMNHV 6N TS (Quirk, Greenbaum,
Leech, & Svartvik, 1985). 7z & A1, “In summary” X “In conclusion” 13ZEH%RT
R TH S & H, “perhaps” X “possibly” [ IFEm LY TT 5 & ZIEFERPLEB R
ERIBETHL, Lo bDTH L. “this” X “these” 1%, ESFNEEL LA TIC
BELZ LR L0ICLIELITEDNS. £ L VEEELZKD L 2 L 2R T AEN
AOERRICRDT L I MTES,
ZDEIICL CHEMICHEIL FEERAIOT L, ER T a5 A (APA, Annotation
Program) IC & > C IEEROIBRE V ZRL T 5] HEWI FEHREHY T T3]
REDTR)NVEERT S, £/ W] & Dt o &k 5 BN 2BEREEET 5
ZeBiTo.
ZHIT LY, erater 13, 74 7 1 7INHBREBIRE REISN T LD, H 50 IEERN &
<Y TFTToNTHE2r2HETS.

AP (Contents): hYy ZICHE L ZEENHO SN TS,
By, GASNE Ny ZIBERD - T, WEDZLWIy A ITHANT
HIW CIEMREENHOVONAHEANDH L. LMo T, ROy B A ITHFEDE
HiTBNTC, oRloRWTy 24 (BEiTy A1) LLETHELEXLNE. £2T
e-rater 13, ARIDFEAL CZORE, SEE 1266 TR -RENTAV —IEEN
LRV T HOBBOY YT s Ty A IKEENLEEL, ETHTy A
WEENLHEL ZHIRT L 2210k >T, PHENBROFHG 2175 . & 2 THEDNT
WS IR, TA—XEFCMED BT LHEOEALEZKE TS TF(Term
Frequency) ¥&1 &, TEOXFEICLEDLNSE (Wb 5 —iy) BFEOELEZ/NE L
9% IDF(Inverse Document Frequency) i) % flA&HE7= TF - IDF#ETH 5. 2
NEFACT, HETyZAD GER1IPS6 ETCOFEEEATS) YTV - Tyt A
COBLEL LT, ab A VELELZFET 5.
D& DB, K TRT MVERIET IV ICKEHELEENS. XKL
LEZFE AOIBIEZRZ Mveb oz boREE, AVIGEOBIRICH S, &k
TLLDOTHS.

E-rater 3T v ¥ OF A%, ABORAZ BRER L T L5EOERIFET IV
WKL VEHRY 5. AR, sdo &) , Tl , TR »6/B 5605 57 o
BHEHCH 5.

IR OBAZEEN Db EDLN T LD Tldkel, BEOEEE, Z0H b 8124
KBHOLNTWS, Ty DNEICE > T, 8- 12 BHMOMAEDEIIRRLDTH LM,
W, HAEDLEDORERRDL) 15 DETNAMEDN TS, 5 DET VDI H, BRbfEbNI
LEEHILNT @) Th 5.

1. BEEOHBBEE RS MV eFoNns a4 VENEAaY



— AV RBFEOELELL LIZHEOELNT MNP SELNS YA VfELERaY
5E % 225 BhEhER O

e % 229 BhEhER O R D AR DFERIN T 5 &S

BREEDLI-DDFMMV ZEOE

A DIR E D ICH b N S AT O

Ham DR E VICHL N SR M) (complement clause) D

Ham DR E 0 ICHO NS BEHYFE (summary words) D

Ham DR E 0 ICHO NS FEHIFE (detail words) DO

10. w2 %D H{EFFA) (rhetorical words) DL
LB DZILR, £ 7REIRREIC OV T, ARSI T, REVRRE, HiLvT
ARTy A 2FHRTECEHRENS.

728, e-rater OFNHVRFEHICE PN/ % http: //www.ets.org/research/erater.
html W6 F¥ - RT5ZMTEL. VAT LAZNEAKRDOFHIAL Burstein et al.(1998)
DELFEL L, BT OBIEREIC DWW TE Kukichi(2000) ICFE LW, ARZETENNT o
rater DFRNECFIC DO W TIEARM (2001) 23D 5. E-rater D FHIF LI DT Powers,
Burstein, Chodorow, Fowles, & Kukich (2000) ICFEL VY. & ZITIEEICEB T % 2 D0fE
B A a7, fEXXa—AIIBITS GPA 22y, ER/BEICBILEGEERAaYRE 9
DOEEY, (HMRE LV erater BFEAET5) GREEX R 27 L OFBIICOWTHE L
TW5., R A XN =721 ~ 890 DFEICENT, L DHE, erater DFVEMR &L
VRRELEDHEDICRALM, SRDERBPTHRL RABICHEICEIT R, BIXZIhzst
LL#ARD 2, 27Ol <T, $/4b5 GREEXATT7H 6 filish 5l 6, H5
WX 120 L 22 BETLRBICBWT, erater IFFEMAFKLY 9 DR L OMHBIA/NE
25 ZENRENTNS,

E-rater I3F7E, Critique & 5 ESLHHTY — )V (Critique Writing Analysis Tool) & & &
IZ Criterion — 4 > F A > Ty & A §Hfith — £ Z (Online Essay Evaluation Service) O#§HE

—EBL 785> T 5. E-rater F2EMR A a7 il a X M (A CFEEDT v 2 A 1K
L CEHELRALCHED T A Y N) 23T 21720, Critique T30, #, £, XUk, #
G, BEIR EISHT BV T NI A LDT 4 — RNy 7 2RBT b OT, fEXHEL LTS
hoZeZEXL 5. Critique DFEANRFEICEN N /253, 7= & 21X Burstein(2003)
DAt O DOFHXIL, http://wuw.ets.org/critique/research.html 5 AFA[HET
H5.

% 7z, ETS ¥ Criterion DI, c-rater & FEEI 55543 (short answer), 38 & UV B HFdak
(free answer) {C DT OREEIEH (conceptional information) DfFT %2475 Y — IV E B L
TW5. ZhEI9A4 74 Y7 OE%RFHET 5 0 DT L, IEEPRIER»ZHET S D
THb.

@@N@S‘-"P?"E\’

2.2 Project Essay Grade, PEG

AVE2—FICLLETy A HEREAY AT LDEZTTHY, 72— 7 KFD Page &
e 5 7))V —TIC &> TR SN/ (Page,1966). PEG BIFROWRIE, SAT D Lk 572Kk
BT A MBI SRR Ty A FHEOFRZERIEL 2L IXH-72L D THS. PEG
RS ARIC LK BFHEHEIC L > CGREESNAZ S oY Y IUVDBED S h, fk4 2 EiE Lo
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HHEZWUET 5. RICERFSITICK VRERREZ#EL, ThThEEoTy 2 D
FEEZTHIT 5.

Page 13 2 OFHli€ TV & HAT 572012, 2 D0& (RO =D D FGE) 21E> Tnab.
— DX trins TH Y, THIIMIG S, 521, SGE, AFRENPZ K OBODH 5 trinsic BT H
L. ZNEOBERITEENCHE Z W TET, TOOIUHL LT proxes 2 E X 5. Z
513 trins DI (approximation) C, trins £ RVFABANH 5. T ¥ a—F Ik TEHE
END (TyEAITOOTD) BHIIL T proxes TH 5. 72 21, RHE] £ trins
X, [EEEL & proxes LERWVHHBIMNH 5L W72 b D TH S (Page, 1994). trins Z51HE
T 57201, Z < O proxes B & AW SEEENTIITON DT TH L. % < D proxes 28
HIOWTDT =2 2HED L7018, K4y 7 by = 78T, 72 2 21X Microsoft WORD
TNV RVENTWS Grammatik-5 RFECLEZRET S0 7T L BFRE, WA 2 7+
RS, BSUENTY 7 R EBEDI TV 5.

2B, THZER (proxes ZH) OKF1E Page DEEICHR I N TR, REEOHIT
1994 FEBF T 26 TH > C, RUPBEBOKREWVWER, 7— YD 4 FiR, XK, W5t
HWELEZLDOTHD. £/-22D 26 ERICES PEG OFMIA 27 & AR OFHEE I & 5 Fill
A7 ORI 0.8 FEETH 5.

BB, BRI —FIORENSFHEOBAEIL, KFTD5 2 TH 5.

1. WA Content

2. ffk{t Organization

3. B2 Style

4. FI5 Mechanics

5. JHAIM Creativity
PEG OFRMID/N— 7 >~ (Page,1966) Tlk, NERLIEXD 2 2D0HRTH - 1=, BHED/N—
VaviE 1993 FEICHET I N b DOER-RIIL TV 5,

PEG 1B 2 BANHIGEMIC > W T, http://134.68.49.185/pegdemo/ref .asp & Y
ZLOmMXE T oA — RTE5.

2.3 Intelligent Essay Assessor, IEA

Landauer X Foltz Z /0 & L7z 205 RKZEDOMSIE S/ )V — 7 http://1sa.colorado.edu/
MBAFE L, Knowledge Analysis Technologies (K-A-T) #t M7 T 5> AT L TH L. HHK
HEREE T, IEADFE - Juaronaidans RRZEOY A M TEITTE TN, BER
K-A-T #t 0% 4 S TEIET 5.

IEA OFRKDOFHEE, /NS OERE Lol % 5HE 3 5 O Tl <, WEY) 2380
NHENTVRENE VNI NFICOWT ORI 21T FICH 5. ZDDITTEA Tld, Deerwester,
Dumais, Furnas, Landauer, & Harshman (1990) @ Latent Semantic Analysis (3LERZE D
7B Tl Latent Semantic Indexing, LSI & FRIEN5) Z VTV 5. ZOHEE, KEDF
EEARTH L a— R (513 “bag of words” L HES) VAL LD TH L. IEA T, =—
N2 LT, ARERE, HEXOFEIIL LB oEMENAC LTS,

LSIZH 6N LTS OXEFICHBT 5 HZEOHE LR L /=t x d D175 X (¢ 13H#
R, d 3OLER) RRRES R

X = TySoD}

THLZEMOIMESL. —DONEIEHOHEENFERICENS Z & 2 BFEDIGE (coccurrence)
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LI, T LZHEIEWICERNH L EXL N TEL, 175 X FHE- XFEoIH
MUy 722 HWN,

To BEO Dy I, TYTy = ToTy = I B D)Dy = DyD}y = I %3tz HEIKATHITH 5.
ZIZTC, L BROL B ENEN IR, dIROBAATIITHS. £7:0<d<t&T5. "3
BEBZRL, So ONAERIIKEIVIEL T5.

ZZTATH] Sy DR AEREY kFHETL Y, TNEHLWATH S & T5. ThIJELT,
To BEU Dy b kFETRRESHL, ShEFHLBITHINT BLED LTS, 20L&,

X =T1SD' (1)
S T

Lm0, X 1ZX oFEpEmEb 22T
kxditHTH 5.

REMESRIISZERMETOEARL 05 b DT, X' X OFEAMEEIRERS SHIHY L,
(1) KITBNTC, TS FERDES, D' FERS O EERT. RFDHICBOUL, T
Ho@Mx 1 & Lz EORFER, SD' 32 0RTFAFATINOHIG L Thb. T — 4% (k&
A& Bellcore, ENCY T 56,530 x 25,629, NEWS T 35,796 x 19,660) ®35%, Deerwester
et al.(1990) 1< L IVIBREERAIIC £ 1E 50 ~ 100 BEIKTHIZ L Ve LTwa R, IEA Tk
100 ~ 300 DfEZ FINNTW S, ZOEWIEIFEHAEOEVICEILZbDEEZ NS, DFE VX
ERE T, B, HL50EHT A - FULOXEOF L SFEEUIER BT 208N
D, 120XLEDNY MY A XE/NSLTERERH LM, —F, TvAEHETIEETER
T LXETERICABPIRE L EE T2 THLNS, 4, HEOXF LR TIIL
, TV A X ZNFEMITLLENRD, ERLIERBECHRREOTI (REEX
EYRAT L ZENHFEINLD, HEREATII LY FICSALIXERRET 2 2 & NER
Ik,

STERESND /NGRS e 1, TERERMATIC LV Z D/NGRSINE L t IRITDBZENR Y M g,
TRBRTHILNTE, INEHWT, XEFEZERE D OITIHIET 5 1 x k OXEFEXRY ML

3t x k475, S 13k x k DIEHFXALTHI, D' 1%

d, =z, T8™!

EEZENTEDL. ABMTORAL TH LML g IO THREBRIC K IRTTNZ ML d,
BBRLIEMNTEL. INEY, WXEOELE r(de, dy) V&, WXERZ MR THDa
YA TCHEALZENTES.

(de, dy)

7(de,dg) = Mol Tidal (2)

By F ORI E, £72 |- | Ea2—2 Yy K- J)Va%RT. (2) RSHERHOE
BATHY, de & dy DIEBDICL D & &, E OMERBREZ R T ZURIEERL 2 5.
XERBOSE T, (2) NiF—MI< =2V A VFELEUE (cosine similarity) & FEEH T 5.

2B, r(de,dg) DRI VI r(ze, 74) & V5 FEIE TF (term frequency) 3% (Luhn,1957)
CIHEN TS, LML TRENBEMTHOWSONS Z 213 A&7 L, @ ITEENHI
T 5 EH O (inverse document frequency) 1 U CEA%Z 5.2 % Jones(1972) @ IDF
B 2HAEDER TRIDFE, b LAEZORENHCSGNE ZEMBBN (Zh 6 DEY
IC 2T Allan, Carbonell, Doddington, Yamron, & Yang, 1998 72 &). flidZ < DT A
7 I (e-rater 72 &) TIX TF-IDF ERHW LTV .

STIEA W, HATREINGE L e Z NEIRTOREL THLLTO/NRX L DAV A VFH
PEZFETLZL T, ROEINEEAOSNLSFHAEZNET SO THS. IEA TIHIAH
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IFEELDENREN 10 ZRO L, Z22IKEENLFEOEIIUGCLERFITZ LT
HEEEZ TS, Fhav A VEUERT TR, X7 MVOKRESIIOVWTY

min([|de || — [|dql))

IRBBLF 0GRV L, EATIFEELIT> T 5. BT 5 ITEBTERIERZERHIC
BILERE S LFHEDONRE LTS,

7238, Landauer 5 D7 IV — T ME Nz 20 R Y OBSEZR I http://1sa. colorado.
edu/paper.html 25 pdf BN TH 7> — RA[fECH 5. Foltz et al (1999) 1T LNiF,
IEA OFHfiZE#ElL LST I & 2 BBRHIEHIG O A TH - 722, BfE (Landauer, Laham, & Foltz,
2003) Ti&, AT D 3 2D A

e Content: A&
e Style: UK
e Mechanics: £I5
& Overall(#8&4) % A-D, F CRHii L T\ 5.

Landauer et al.(2003) i< &1L, GMAT » & OEHET A MIOWTERY A XN = 2,263
WIKOWTCEHIi L 72 & 24, AR OFERBII 0.86 TH L DKL, IEA & AR (single raters)
L OB 0.85 THoTe ), FRUMEEERRICOVWTENI N1 T RAETOH
FEEATIE, N=1,0331x6fL, AREOMEEK0.75, IEA & A& OFHRIL 0.73 TH >
oo LDLZME, BHOANBIC LS L IEA ORI NS LY K& L, EH#ET 2

N (N =2,263) T0.88, FEFEERT AN (N =1,033) T0.78 TH-7. ThH2/bEDL
(N =3,396) &, ARICLLFEES L IEA OHEIL0.85 705, ZTDL ED 3 DDEAHIC
XA TS L TEA OFFEAE, N 0.83, UK 0.68, 175 0.66 TH - 7=.

Ty A OREEIED S 3 DOBEOEEE, NI L T 70%~80%, SUERITK L
T 10%~20%, FIHHL TH11%THY, NEDOEHD ZEHEDZ N Z e BNHE ST
%. Chung & O’Neil (1997) IZi%, IEA OZHHICONWT, SRS OEREREEL O
TW5, B AB L IZIZEETH LM, AHLYRWESLHNE, BHEELH 5.

K-A-T#ICk 52 IEA e L, R#EZ a7 OHED-DICHET %8BT —4
DML THEL L W) . OV AT A CIEHBERNCABBIREL T —% % 1 DOfE
(prompt) & 72V 300~500 4-NHET, LAY EAITH Y FKIKTY 20~30 2R HET
HLDITHHL, IEA TR 1 20FEDH 2V 100 HREETIE LTW5E. Zo—FT, v
REREIIE . Foltz et al.(1999) I LT, FEMICE T SR 20 D22 TH S, ffbh
Tnb<yy, 08, 70y ZHEEICOWTIRHATHEH, [FL 1999 ££1< e-rater A% Sun
Workstation, Ultra-2, Solaris, 137MHz % iAW T 2MRRE CRRE L2 2 & L NI S 5
I8, LSI OFEIE, S0, BRI o7 D Web BTV e LTEDLDNTETE
D, ZOREOKE S TCHNITHBFIEEDRLNETH L. B, ZEZ D7)V — TR
L7z Jess TH 7 OBEBED—EBIC LSI OFELZ VT AW, Z OEICET L HFEE, Intel
Pentium III, 800MHz, RedHat7.2 ¢, HTHh 0.5 TH L. AT e L TORBEMEN
DTIRRM e Bbhb.

RN S LSI 20 bES SN TORWHARE LIS L CEEICERE T 24405
BOEILI OV, FE S 1999 FFIREF 2 L, 2001 FICAB ST 5 (Ahd - &
H, 1999b). T Z2NEBDOFMIH WA T AT A (Jess) 1, FH S M 2002 FFIRFTH
FEL TW5 (AR - &H, 2002).
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B LI, XEONEDE ST — 2y FREERVS O TR L, B2 ER
2 ECoOEREREE AW S HiEE WA L. REHAWL N TW A EEO I OBERC TR R
IKoWT, TOHETRIEL TRV I L IBERBITRETHA ).

2.4 IntelliMetric

T A YRR TN T I ZE { Vantage Learning (EA3B8FE, fi5ed 5 A7 LT
H5. BAFOMESE & LTI 1991 FFICERYZ S N7z Vantage R & D #EICBW T, 1995 FICH T,
DERAE, RY AT 4y 7 ZOEMFNEL Y | SURHERRETED 72 OFEY — )V OBIFIET,
1997 4E 7 BITR Y Y NN PN D GERERBR 0L S % £, EVVEEME 2 L7z, 1997 4 11
A< IntelliMetric 1< & % GRdE DO RFEAFABR OB A % £, 1998 4F 2 A IR CRAN O A
VE =3y b ETHAEREION Y 2 BE AL L L /2. Th & R, Vantage Learning
HERAL, T2 TarEa—F ECHRICRE T 5 28Il L > TaSEHE CoFNHELX
BLTWS. BT/ Ald http: //www. intellimetric.com/demosite/demo.html
ICCHIB /LT 5 2 e A TESL. BARRICEFEE TIC 11 /&M (10 million dollars) LA EO#E
BeMI T Thsb.

Z DY AT LOFEINH R EK DFH#EIE, Vantage Learning #t B &A% T4eERY R A TA8E %
FL) EHLTOND LI, ATHZN a7 /a—FThsd N — VR 2FREIHN
TWEZ2iIlH5. Tbb, ETRMICTOREME > THOE 05 2T 7T 51
&% 18] L, ZERA VMO T =2 2ERT L. RIVAT LI INS DT -5 %
FAWT, AEOFEE DR BN — VoYM ZHEE T 5. Vantage Learning (M B ICBAFE L
7za =% —F (CogniSearch), 7 # > & L) —X=>7 (Quantum Reasoning), €L TA
»7 U X MYy 2 (IntelliMetric) 1%, ZFHERA ~ MBS BEORMEEE L, ZOH
WBEBRSIGERT 5. 207 7a—Fi3, 2ROBEEITOHELAKTH L.

W= NVFROTINTY XLIIIPIEAR (decision tree; 7z & X1 Berry & Linoff, 1997 72 &)
PHOWLNTNSE LD THSL, TEAREAENRT S 7NV TY XLITIE CART (Classification
and regression trees), CHAID(Chi-squared automatic interaction detection) Off, T > bk
aE—%ZFAL7C45 R Ch.0R DT INAY ZLRMSENTNED, ZhsDIRER ED
T, ENBAVLEN TSROV TUIAL NS THRN,

IntelliMetric 1< & % 5Hili OB I, STHRIC L D 2D D@ RS 508, RUAT D52 TH 5.

e Focus & Meaning: FEICK L T ORRE, —EMNH 5 H.
Development & Content: HNZDHESCFEA D EEH
Organization: 'S BRI & SCERERK
Language Use & Style: XEDOHE S, S8k

e Mechanics & Conventions: 7 X UV HHFEIH T L85 E

ZTNZFhOBEIK LT, BHE 1~6 SO AaAT7REZ SN, ThEe b L ICEDFTELEMN 6
AHETEX NG, 2N DA, RUVINRZ TN OHEEIT L > THR S h-HUE
IKEDSWTHWELN, ZORETITAEES L, Tk, ThZHNoESEICH L T, 1~4 &
DAATNEZENLHMEN 4 EON—=Y a3 bdH b LD THS (Sepos, 2000).

BBRICKT B 2371, 12 fFEHORM (features) ICK VEHEIN L. 2h b ORMEITEL
BAEICHHEMIC O SN 0Tl L, 2P oE0Edh, 2 COBSICEML THEET 5.

Vantage Learning 3 F58 7 % IntelliMetric DRI, ATD22oTH S.
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1. 2 A\OEMRELOFEEAOHB LY b, IntelliMetric & ZHFAR & OFHBI D2, FHEE
M —EBERVE. REAZELV VD 1202 R0 T — 5 & HINT 6 miETRAL %
BT, 2 NOBEMRFELOFRADED 1 RELUADEEL 95% TdH 5744, IntelliMetric
L REMRBTIE99% TH 5.

2. MXOBEIEL T, MAELZFEPICHIESEL 2N TEL. 22 ik, BAEIGE
FERN DR EIREAT O O L BHANIFA L 2 & TH 5. IntelliMetric 1< & AL A
DT O BAE & ORI, BEFEY AT LAURT U ORI L SO —EENR0 5
heold, 7 ZICHEARD 5.

Vantage Learning D FRMNEFEZ & I, 1. 1%, IntelliMetric 13 AR & U £RSFHYR
BEZLTVWLLERL I CHEAND L. AMITRAIEL THLEKRTOROAN, 2
EAE TZO@mIBRN L/ OVEFHTH S, HEWIE TH & HBEERNSD 5 |
MEDHMT, fOREE L B LANEL L LI BRATAT7E2EATLENETHS.
IntelliMetric {FNV— NV R—=ZADY AT LTHLEME, 2O X I RBAANSHAT L LT —
2%, B L CHRANCD RNV —)b e LTI E T, Lt TEERNRER S %
TLOReEZLNS. DF YED Writing Ability Z ¢, AV v K i I X ZFHMEE y; 13,
BEEY e LTz X

yi=t+te

TIRENDS DTN, IntelliMetric Tl&k Z DFEFZEIH e; DT Y FMNARINC L 1T Y Tk
NNEVDRELEZ OGNS, £z, BEY AT LHSRT LA EOE OB & EO—ERIT, 2.
TN LD ICREINCREDON - VERET S 22 ICkD Z TN THSD.

L2 L ZOFEIRFEN ORI TH - T, ROEAREATD 12010, FATCREOR AN £ 27
T2 EZHARL CTBRBREND S Z LIFHERL THBWT LW, Elliot(2003) 1< Lhid,

o FET —F1E300 LAL (BT IWVREICI 50)

e 6 HETAATIRY, A7 6DF—FMN20 AL

o 2 AU E R EHE
MBETHDL L), FREOBMNRSENTNTC, ZLORERITIEEI, RAff &%y
T ESHART S5 I MR MICENCE O W, ZREEDHORAITENCEDRNT
H55.

L7z, O TERBERSFMNTZVDP LRIy A ZIEHIFHE L &RV, 72 & 21X 2001
FEORAL - HEy FFEICIE, T OFEOHEHEHE (Eleanor Chute) 2 HT DEFVV T vy
¥ A % IntelliMetric CFHliL 722 25, 6 MimF 4 ALNE 52N TET, HiFixER
TOZNULDBEEBL ZENTERD 22 8 BHRE ST 5 (Chute, 2001). EE,
FHEEMEHE (Chief Operating Officer) @ Scott Elliott IZ LXK, 3% 26 7% DFwIFN—
JVERNEEL <, FRIT 5 2 L WNEE, REE (too unusual to grade) THE L F->T5. £
72, ACFEREZBLESIKEALIA Y F2RTEIICR>THE I bR ERAE LTHERH
LT &,

IntelliMetric DZHMEIT >V TIE Elliot(1999) ICFEL V. 2RI 7 44 (International,
Age7), 11 4, 14 EAITB DHEBDIEX T A b (External Measures of Writing) & Intel-
liMetric & DFEBIICOVTRL T 5. AMBOMEXT A MY, ZREGERT 2 b & HEfiOFF
FELD22o0H 5N, IntelliMetric & ZFEGERT 2 b & OFBHIIEE T 0.60 TH Y, Kkl
DFEE & OIS T 0.64 TH 5. IntelliMetric DD VI ABINEE L 285481,

15



BIEZNZN 058 & 0.60 272 5. Elliot 1< LN, EICEK > TZ DOEHEIGENNSD S
(FENKEVEE, HBEOENAE) ZeNHESIh TN,

2.5 Beyesian Essay Test Scoring sYstem, BETSY

BETSY [¥X VU —5 > KK%® Rudner 5D 7 )V—F XL > TSN AT LT, Ty
AT ARA DT 7 T a—F BN TS Z LICERKDOFFEAH % (Rudner et
al., 2002). T v A DOFRIL, B, 4 BEDNS 6 BRETTEINLDT, Z2h b6 DR
DY FGABZTE LTERDLIENTEL, XA AFDOLy A FREE AT 572018, 8
FHDIREN, #Y) (Appropriate), FoHINCEY) (Partial), AEY) (Inappropriate) @ 3 >0
WTNPINHEHT LI 2E2 5. TO, Ty DREEICOVTUTD 3 20OMERE
PEL THBL. 6 OMERIL, #ERE OICENEY) /7B Y]/ AEY)72 & FEE
W 2858 Z0Ty 2 OFICERTORBENSEN TV IHERTHSL. Thok
P;(u; = 1|A), P;(u; = 1|R), Pi(u; = 1/I) & &£T. IKFi L, FEEOFHHNFTHY, u; 1
Ty A NZTORBELEATOLINENERT. AR, 1%, ZHZ#EY) /5558 /A
BRT. SNSEHEMRICL > THRASN Ty A 0EED SXM &R LTERS
ha. fle LT, 2o iR

WY : Pi(u; = 1|A) = 0.7, FOH : Py(u; = 1|R) = 0.6, R : Pi(u; = 1|I) = 0.1

95, ZZTORM, HBRE DT v LA NT ORHEICES W, @)/ HoHY) @Y
OVTNNRHBLLE LWDHET S 22 TH L. HEE O Ability IX W CHBRIFEHRMN 5
A6NTWRNWE & TR ZhOFEFIHERIIEFEL W, T40bb P(A) = P(R) = P(I) =0.33
BIRET S, ThZhORBELREL, P(A), P(R), P(I) %% OFREENEREDT y &
AEENTOENRESOTEHT L. XA XOFEHN S, WERE DT v A 2dH 2R
BRFoT0bLERZOTy v WNEYTH S & T 5HHBHERIT

P(Aju; = 1) = P(u; = 1|A) + P(A)/P(u; = 1)

THsb. 202 EP(Alu; =1) =0.7x0.33/P(u; = 1) = 0.233/P(u; = 1) &2 5. FEFRIC
P(R|u; = 1) = 0.6 x 0.33/P(u; = 1) = 0.200/P(u; = 1), P(RJu; = 1) = 0.1 x 0.33/P(u; =
1) = 0.033/P(u; = 1) £ 72 5. ZITCRERERODEO Pu; = 1) 1%, 7FOEEE
ROBITH LN S P(Aju; = 1) = 0.233/(0.233 4 0.200 + 0.033) = 0.5, P(Rlu; = 1) =
0.200/(0.233+0.20040.033) = 0.429, P(I|u; = 1) = 0.033/(0.23340.200+0.033) = 0.071
Lb. ZOWET, ZOTyAWREY (1) THHI LTIV Z IRV L Bbh 5.

WIS 2N S BRHEREHT L WERTHER Y LT, IROBEEICH L T P(A), P(R), P(I) ®
WEMEEZFEOEF TS, 2070 A% 2T ORMEIT L TR ET.

LU=, HFEAELLC220RM V7 VETIUNHVENS (McCallum &
Nigam, 1998). —213ZZ% & Bernoulli €7V C, Ty ¥ A d; WHFEA T ¢ 2 ZITBLTHE

e
14

P(dilej) = I:I[Bz'tp(wtlca') + (1= Bir)(1 — P(wilc)))]

THEZoNSG. 22T, VIFEEOR, By € (0,1) I3 EEt BTy A i ICEEN TS
WEPERTHIFETCH L. Plwle)) V&, FHHE w, B2 7 ¢; oXEHIARL L b 1A
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BFENOHRTHY, TORAINLFET —IPOUTIREVFETL I N TE5.

D;
1+ Z By
i=1

Plude;) = =775~
J

ZITCD;EAAT ¢ DT NV—TIXEENLFEET - FORTHY, JERAATIN—TD
Hchs.

b 9 —2DET )V multinomial EFIVTC, HZENT2Ty 2 AT 5K A7 OMER
MUTFTDEI Iy EAILEENLRHBOBNSHROBETEHAE SN L bDTH S,

\4 N;
P(wy|c;) ™
P(dile;) = || ———
! tzl—Il Nig!
Z 2T Ny &, FEE wy By A i IEFHRNTHEDEZRL TH5E. ZDOETIVTI,
P(wi|cj) &, FEEw WATT ¢; THLIZZyRAILEENIHERTHY, FHT—F405
UFo&IICEHEENS,
D;
1+ Ny
P(wilcj) = Z_Dl_
V+ ZNit
=1
ZZCD.ETyAf ORI THL. FHEZHODE T, TOETNE “2=7F L (uni-
gram) SAETT EMENTEY, 73 A NFHIC Mitchell(1997) 22 EANEA L 2 b D¢
b5,

BETSY OZ4MHIC>0 T, ABIMNFD 2 SIETHRAL 2 462 0FET—F 2 H T,
MDA Ly A (HAATIH L TAWT D) 2, FEOHFE, 71V —X, wERH
DEHER E DRHEICESIHEL 28 25, 80#RT 64 8 (80%) MIEL <HlEShiz, 72
B, BETSY ClET v A ORHIDNT T 5T TCED LI BRGHIONTEIN T L0 E
HET L LI THS.

2.6 ITyEAFEMETNVOLE

2TCOT Y VAT S AT L, EEOFMERRICED A (holistic) DAa 725X
LZHDTHLEM, TOAATONEOHFIE 2 2RKHET LI eNTEL. —2UF, A
227 REEINCIE IMICHD SNEICE K, REMGEREETSEZ 0N LD TH 5.
BEATTNERFETIVICE > TEHE SN 5 erater, PEG 3 Z0#AITH L, ATy
EAICRLEV10wmERY L, ZOEIIJGCRERMTIT 2 L TREA AT R2TETS
IEA S ZHITBET 5.

—%, MoBEHEE, BREAAT7HERETHL 2L E2AHEE L, HLONLRETy
A 2Ry - 7Y —I5HTLZ L 2BENE T5bDTHS. IntelliMetric & BETSY
M, ZHIET 5. IntelliMetric l3FE Ty B/ ME DA T I =BT L0 %, TOEE
WKEOVBLENENL—NVICESEYHETLLDOTH S, Thbb BETSY 370 ATy A
WETLRHEBELZRIL, RVBTAHAZEHREARAR (LLSLW) AT IV -2 RfFT5 0D
BendZEeNOR5E, ZORETE, AT L LREHT Y —RICHARRIERFMRFE S h
BN LIEBTAREND L. 2 x1EAXa7h52Y -2 LTABCDEF D 6B
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WKHMHT S 2 %2ER 5. ABOHECIZAMNRDEL, FARLEN, L 22NV AT A
DY TIE, RITHERETy A DBHTFTY — A IFRLEVEHEL e 1T, RIGE
WHTF Y = EBTHLL VI I AT LLHEIELRWL. ChbLhnnl, Zhlish
»rbLhn, bL, ATy A OEEAMER T TV — A ofuie C oFLoiEiE
FREICHZ L 2L, ABLZWIEXCILETAHETLDTCIERL, ATV —FHoBER
RIEFEZE L CBIBTAEHETLIL LT LIY XL LTEEZIONED.

BV AT LB OEEM, ZHEIOW T, HEO-BIIH L TAS Tld2yy, Rudner
& Gagne (2001) IC1E, PEG, erater, IEA ICOWTDZTNZTNDOZGMEIT DO W T LY —
RA ZfT5>T0ED, ZhICkB L IEA & erater ZNBOFHICBWTENTEY, PEG
VAESUE (writing quality) ZHET L2 DIENTHEE LTWE, A& Y AT AL DO
BEEAIAICIX 0.75~085 RETH L L ZEX 6NEM, ZOHEYHEIIE—Y AT K20 TD
A UEHIC & 53R (72 & 21E Page, 1996 & Page, 1997) THHE7% 5. Chung et al.(1997)
TIHARBE Y27 4 (IEA) & OFHBIRBOHERIC L 2BLH S AV EFICL VL TL &
. TNRFEBTF—FTOLONERICLVERL LD THY, MEIKET %8 T—4
DHLEICL TR, YATLZOLDLHRICEIVELL THETHAD.

Shermis(2002) 1< kU, #A 5 (holistic score) THHMli L 725 M, HELEZ & ICFHEid 2
LV YA OHBEE < RY, £ AL OHKICBWTY 1 AD A (single raters) &
DM &LV YO NI & L5 (72 & AT ME) & OB FREL Rb e vn), F
7= BEHE A Y AT ME—#RIC 500~1,000 7 — ROEWT vy A IBWTE, by 7 DL
WIS DWW T O L Y Feab Y (descriptive) 2Ty 2 AWV TNNS 2D,

ﬂ%ﬂIﬂm@%@ﬁhmmMmk2@®20®H%&91?$¢%%%ﬁﬁfhéﬁ&
rater £ PEG 22 EX6N5) & IO W D DA % Bl R IS E TR
TWw5, ZhiT kb L IntelliMetric i, @0)290)/27‘L\ CHR6 SEAET, AFED
BEL L ALFEAR EALEEFARITKEON, 1 SEDNIINE 2E&ITNS Ve L
TW5,

KEDEH & LT, Wresch(1993) IC2 60, ET v ATl S AT LD ER 1 ITE &
D5, E2HBRT Y ¥ A OFHAERYET, B3V BRRTMM S AT LNEL L THNTNS
FHEERT. B 4FEHOHIRIL, DS A7 L& B L 258055818 T 5 2 & 5
WL CHoL. E5IEIE, AFEE OFEEMHE OHBICOWTOXIREZRT.

Pl RAEITA S AT L e b TN ENERAWICB O UIRE {BR S TR, BIETIE
BETSY %, 1JIFE L & O BBSETEHE N SN TS, RN TGEVERARNIE, e-rater

FFHAEEEN RO Z L, 0L TOREIODVTOBEETEL LI Fa—=
LTHb., ZO0DELS NI IZBEDNTNHS, SR EING. L RKEDEE
T—AMBETH L. PEG I, BRIV AR/MSGHIESMZFEL R e v
HHMH S, IEAIZPEG 2138 TRHE] OEDLEENEDTHEM, Ko TH
& o ThBEMAKIC, FIASEBENEKREEICET 5XENT MUVEOFERR Y, XEY
L RCELDTURET S, BEEIRBIBELEZZA NS L) RERBESENTHSE 22X
HoTBLIBENRH S D, EBREIEML T05 DI, REMECE O B EREZ 3
L7 E W) SIS T 5, IntelliMetric 13V — VRERD 7LV T Y XLIET L Wi
IS, BREEICKEDT — 2 DBAEL 5. BETSY B 7ZRTbThHY, FIFTXEH5HMN
RENTNG,
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#= 1 Ty A G AT LD HER (Wresch,1993 1THEHL)

S S AT 2 SR BLAE Fk THIRR A& o Hsg (SCR)
e-rater &, MfMt, 1 B|ERETI  “tricked” OHHH 0 Powers et al,
= (2000)
PEG N, M, B BEEFET)V AE/MSHIELME%ZEE  Page et al. (1996,
=, 855, MANE ifi L 720> 1997)
TIEA AZ, SUE, FH15 LS IR /FEOHEEEZ  Landauer et al.
ST L A2 0 (2003)
IntelliMetric —&M, WA, # LV—-AHEA  WEBICKEDST —F Elliot (2003)
B, XEDOEM ARIAL::
I, T AV HIGE
DG
BETSY xRE NA WL DBBFERENTWS; Rudner et al
BAFEH (2002)

3 BARE/N®EXDOBENFHM AT A Jess
3.1 HELTLEREIN

BK CIEMRICEL > TRASINLERBZEO/NRXOERLH Y, 2hzHuhiE, &
A, EMROBAL A a—FILLBBAL ZRERR ST S, H25VITHETR Y
FAZV T OFEERCTUREELT), HLOVITHEMAROFEEII DNV TON— )V 2 EET
L2 TEDNV— NVEHEA LS EEAS, REDHENREL 5.

—h, bBEOEE, A —V 74 ASNLFHAEREEAOEENBZ 6.
ZE, REARTHOONEHAT — 213, ASGEROENTOARLMFIHTER.

LD LR REE L ZEZONL/NRYL, BLUOTZy v A 2EFEAKRTAFT L Z 2 IXHAE
TIRSFCEL <. 22 A, TBRFH] © 2002 F £ ToLHFEL, 72 HREHKRR
7k 0 THARBEHHE] 02001 FE TCOLTELAFTLILNTEE. Zhb D
38 TN TOTC B S 0IETT L ((TRER) ) %, BT 550F 2 EBRNICAFT S
ZEeMTEDL. S HICEFEOYINIFHERMITEF 2 XE http: //vww. aozora.gr. jp/ M
SFIHTAZL L TES.

—7%, BARASEICBY 5 HAGERNT O b BAR & 0 BRI OV, mEAE 5
FEAT 4 THIRE TR SN JUMAN R R URHERMT KR ZBTRZ AT E 0%
% (b <¥ A, http://chasen.aist-nara.ac.jp/; 5[E, & 6 WEH), & L@ O
Breakfast, NTT ZHEFZET O T8 6] REMT7 Y —THIHTE, HSUEITIC O W TE 75
KEFD KNP &R BRI REBR %D SAX, BUP |, BR LAY A - KT
E D MSLR N—H 2 EMFERRICT7 Y — T TE 5.

CZOEIN B RLL y BARATLIUNAT, ThEea Ly Ea—FAHETNEY —
NHWERENOOH L. £/NRLOFAICBOTINED#EY S, TbbEMNIN
BWERIUT DS ATRNETCH LD OFHER LR L2250, ZHhiIZODNWTH A V& —
Xy N U2 TRBFLEY—F - UV VETHOONTOWENRY = - <y F (XFH—
B) IS O ERARBEM AT TE L LD 5 2. T OFEMMREEFFEITONT
I, ke - & (1999a,b) R EICEEL L, o THHAIL 25T v A 22T AIAHTIHN T
WL P W HEO7 Tua—F2H L Z 8T, HRZETENPN/NRL O BEFR S AT I
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ZRHRTE S, LEELIIEBR .

PNONBZHERETCEPNIPRLDOBEBREY AT L% Jess (V=) & AT,
Jess I3 AT DWW TS e-rater OREE, KMk, NAZ IZIT 0 £BEEL, (1) BF, (2)
SREEMERL, (3) NED 3 20BAENSFHET 5. £/Zh 5 3 o0 AIRLEA (BLE) 1
Z-PREETELb DL Lz, 2—PRRHIUEEL2TNTE, BAE 5232 L, &5t
10 e L7, ZOBSISESD - - .k (1988) OBFSERA B E AT, EEOMED LD
TH5L. BRARIEEEDZL DY AT LDWEIL6 A THL. THIIFFEOEHERE L E

FobDTHLELY, Tbb, bLEAMIEY ZoHBREZ TR LS, 2D
150)68%753‘5%6%7‘:%:17%?%6&9 CAATXEMRED NTWS, 0481F, TEMNE
bOTHIRNR ORI DEFEDI=DICHE I TN 5,

AEITIX, LATIC Jess I3 AFRHEOFEMICO WA 5. 3.2 ENCBEE, 3.3 ENCGREEMNE
B, 3.4 EICHBICOWTGRR S, 3.5 BilEEHEH ZHY B, 20 E0FTRRENICOWT
T 36HITELDTHS.

3.2 f{&FF

Jess CIHMEFFZ/RT X MU 7 A (FHEME/FHUE) & L THI)IN(1995), KB (1996) IXHEw,
(1) XEOFRART &, (2) DR, (3) €y 7 - 7— K (big word, &< THLWEE) ©
4, (4) ZBREOLOEE, RV, Ih 628 SIRELT TRR2 A ~ Y 7 ZIXHi5y
ftL, Zh o ofEtEOSi%, BHFED CD-ROM IS 5N TH B, HLH0Eas
INNSI =S

INHERANY T ZADHIDIFL A L BELIENROEALRSIL LM, Z D54 2 HAR
é:'é“é/J\nsz IDONWTDNAIL BT . MEORER, B 5NTHRETEN Z OB L 7597

BOTHIEL 725 2BEI, TDORA MY Z ZAITBWT EY TRV SHBL, #10Y

'( enf:m,ﬁ%ﬁb, it%@aénx YR LTHAT . AANEZIuS#EB O 1.5 5%
WA LT —H LT 5.

(1) XEOFHPT &

NEDOHRHRXT S 2R TIEEE L TUTZRY BT,
XOR S OHRAE, FAE
HDOR S ORRAE, FAME
AHPICBT 5 EH o RAE, FAE
BE7/hFoEs
BAKMEHMID IS (HDIARI) D
BB ERl 0 4 O O DK AE

(2) BEROSKERMY

=)V (Yule,1944) 3SR DFRATICAR 2 RIAGETE 2 6 7208, RV ALLON K FitfEL
FENLFEROETELRTIEETCH L.
K R, XEPIC n BELNEOEK Z fn] TRT L &, RN THEAO5NS:

T-S
S?

S e e N

K = % 10,000
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7L

n DFEK n OFEK
S= E:(anM% T= E:(MXfWD

95, SEEZEOHBERD IRE—XAV M THE. TIFEOHBEED 2IRE— A T
HLEM, n %2R L TCNED, HHEHKOEGHMREL TH->TYH, HBIEHKI MR- T 518,
T OMEIFKREL RS, (oTT OEFOY DrEEOEFEL RTIREL LT LR
W, ETOERLEILABDNRNE XK OFENR 0I5 LD S 2KL, S SICRSICH
LCIERILT S (LERRLS LT LS bRELRD) DITS? TH->TWE, 2h
10,000 {5 5 DIIABICE 5 TR T TE5-0TH 5.

K BV, ZBENMEFL TOLIFEEREL 2D, BENSHRITZLNESL S, EH
HHE O TIE, K OEOFRAEIL 87.3 THY, ITLTIE101.3 THo. 2B, fEED
EFELRTRMHEEICE, 2—=VD K DML Z I BREIN TS, HlZIE Tweedie &
Baayen(1998) 72 & 2SR I hfzvo.

3) Ev s -Uv—FroEE

WhwbEy Z - T— R XORE, o THE M, HAFICE LRI L TNE
e Bbhs, STy V- - REFANLICH > T, BERZEOGESITIXH ORI
w“z 3Z oYWk B> TCL S fERMH 5. HFEOEHE, €y ¥ - 7— FEIKEOHERNY

ETHLMN, BRETIHEZ L2 hF TCRYFRIEWA, Bl LZEVWEbDLEy V- -

WK AR H L. o THFIKEHR LIz TOFH, WbWwbLIAITH- Ty -
7 — RZ¥IWid 20BN H 5.

EHFH O TIE, AN T 5455 T TRR L LEEOXFHERARNCHL L,
Z O RAEL 4 T, 8§ 3L (B 25%) T5THoTe. o TIAIT6 XFU LoLF%
POVBHATEY V- T—REREL, WDHTEy V- T— RBRXEFOLFNCEETNLEHE%
HIELZ. II0FHEIBEETH 57010, ZOHEHEIFTALTLY 25%ICIE R 670D, Z
NIGEWVER Y L T 5N E6N5.

(4) THROXDEE
—HCFEII T E LRI RBBTE L RE T, XHBOZVEITEL L ShTW5. fit-
T, TNOBRHICEIT SRR 72 5.

3.3 RERMERK

FZmomNnE oL Z LI, éi§i&£é‘§®o&ﬁ©ﬁ‘*%?ﬂﬁ’§% LIl 6700,
D, EXFIETOBEEL BT L7201, HamoEii e R T ERES L LIELITAWS
LG, I THRA b Jﬁbnéﬁ%%ﬁwﬁtﬁé & T, XEOwEME R
RT3 2L 2RAT=.

STCEARIRE, KBIL T, MiERE & TEE) IKX9TE5. 22T NEE 2O ER
RRILEVEKRTHNTEBY, HROTNIED b 2 nERE— R 2 L b, 2kt
LT, #ERoMNELEZ S & O nEiBRey Ik s, NEE ¢ ) oRfEs
R FENCOET L L UTO LIRS, B, ZO5MITEE (1997) 1T L 5.

JEEE DEFREEIILAT RN H 5.

£0: FRZMALEHEEFZRTH S, AL T2 LT TRENS. Uty TLhrb)
R THLA] RENRHL. BREINSEGZ & D,
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fRS: BRI T9ebb), 1220, ezl , TEHTIE) ok
R TRENLERERTH L. SOIHINLHET 5 2, B (Zh g Rt
eZehELOTRRD), Bl (BROWT, ETRKINARILEZRLTBE, Th
Mo ZONELREERT 5), BE (WEMICIZRAL 2 & OV R L2, LB 5 7
DIT, HEWE L VIR RFRE EZL2DICE WA EITRD) Bd 5.

Fwak: ¥EH 2 IR oMRERT. BH LR THEBNRERRIICOE, ks, TToM
B3] e Y, BERRT oL L, (2hx), -7, BRG],
(%Y REVBHL. Bbhiao ToT) ® h6b) bHA-IREEZRT.

BliR: SR THA ] TRSNGERBHRTH Y, BEPNC K 58, 20 Liwike
LCoEL2 b D,

F R OBREEICILAT RS 5.

B HLFRAICHLTHZTL2ERBMSTSENG L &, BOFIIWNnZ N5
BB E WD — RIS TAZZRB) , TA, LU Bl EWHERHE L 5.

HIRR: FERICBVT, A DFICON e Z e DL SRR E VY. WhWwd [ LEX)
THY, AKX 2L R Tbo2d ] NS 5.

Fh: BEflo—fL 252 TELN, FBROGAIINGFEHIENS DN S, BT
7zL»ic) , TebAA) RETHA.

XEb: BARVEICIE T—J51 , TG ] , TZ2hICH LT s ERERcR SN S50
RTH5.

F4 3, BEEHFEOEFICHDN L BRERE R I HELTREHL, ZhE ek o)E:,
WA 480, 5H 8@ U ICHHMURNICHOFEL 7. Jess Tl&, AT /N OGS (discourse,
HROME D) ISR L THERBIREZRTINVEMINL, 2hosoflzhr s 52
ECHMMNELIBY TSN THE0E L 2. BRIV Y, BREER, SEEFRO
HHRTHEEL, B TELOMCBOUINVEL 8- B EIKESEZKRT 52 2 & Lk,

Flz, TN OEREROETINY — 0 RO Z I HANRTRRE TR I ML 7. Z
DI=DIEE B, B L ORI NS — 20T, b T4 7T LETIV (I4,1999) %
ZZ 1z, Jess CTIHBERIBEROL NS N Z OERIERN K E 25 & & JlEEE L WiEo BBIN
= VIRETH L LEBR, HamOBRICEI D B ToENR AR T2 e L.

3.4 AR

ENNTOL/NRICPRETESII LU GEY)IZRARICR 5 TSN TE, TREC(Text
REtrieval Conference) 72 & C% OF AMMNFER I TV 5 Latent Semantic Indexing, LST
PHVWS. COZLHMAIIIEA LEILTHLN, ZOREIUTO L) E# oo
KRLTH5.

—RISCEICHN 5 HEE o HBBEEATS X 13 —RICE K2 6175 (sparse matrix) £ 72 5.
E7e, A OEMICBOLTU, 178 X OREEZ 2 CHHET 208132, TOREEOX
TVYHORTFHAKAREEZFETWIL Y., 202 ICER T, BEXBRBITINET 5
REMEDROIOD I T NI =27 » Ny r —UTH 5 Berry(1992) & SVDPACK %5 &
EMBENTHL. ZZTEHSBVOTNIY RLWFIHATELMN, The OHRELE-HE
O HBBEEATINCEA L 72355 o s - 57 %2 A0 1 (1999a) & 13BECA T T T, Holile
FEEROTHLTWE. SHIKZDNy =V &AWL EDIMTH X 0F — 2 18
A& LT Duff, Grimes, & Lewis (1989) 14 % Harwell-Boeing sparse matrix format %
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WS, BYTHNCH L CTF— 2 2R I TE 20T, T4 27 O, 726 TIT —
5 AR O KIERAKIRZ I N 5 2 MTE L. LrbTF—2IE7 A Mekcidzl,
NAFUERE L, Bl EMEEZET->T05.

BELETRMNS, 22 TWI HFE LI IPA HFE (THIMC097) TV T4 @55,
—f (@A), EA4LF-— (—MRERES 45), BEA G- (R e R AR5, @
PER ] 72 Y, BG4 —i (EaLMhoitit), BR 4E-Hk-E (E4), 28R (1
BHRELY, BAHIC (T5), [T%5) REPBETILL0, 1B, TTHRY &),
EREFZER (Wb L EREFOERT, ] oMcEbhsbo, MER |, &5
&) & Ulz. ThPM o247, BIAGAART, BIF A6, - TBAeEe, £, JEAIZ, K-
BhehisEes, Bk, Beean iy, ByRR3E B I E £,

3.5 Ehesl

e-rater IC B 1) 5 EfEHIE http: //www. etstechnologies.com/html/eraterdemo.html
TRLILMTE, ZZTCTEYOEENY — 2 (T20/NRX) KT L5l 2 RD 2 LM
TEL. BEONERIE, 6 S ETF, 65,5 8,45, 2 500D0ONE& 12T, 3 HoboMn3D
ThH5H. ZIZTLEHLD Web XR—=TITGRLTOWENRLEZEFEENHERL, T b6 % Jess TH
BL MEBRER2IGRT. 25 erater DF, 3FHM Jess DFHRTH Y, 431H
MENRX DT TH 5.

2 2: WERER O
NG erater  Jess T CPU(R)

A 4 69(41) 687  1.00
B 3 51(3.00 431  1.01
C 6  83(5.0) 1884 135
D 2 31(1.9) 297 094
E 3 7947 726 0.99
F 5  84(5.0) 1478  1.14
G 3 6.0(36) 504 095

Jess |JAEAETIIMERE D &, REEFERK 2 55, WA 3 SO 10 S THRET %0, e-rater D1,
EHIRT 57201, 6 AR OBALZIFNES ORLE. ZhE R 51T erater BRWEHEE
B2 Z/Nw3ild Jess BEWESEZEZATBY, BELPRY)—HL T2 Bbhrb.
M erater 13 (ZLTBZHLARIR) FAL &5 REXTELNLINRLTH L2561, 4
BOZWHDILLVZL DEEEZLERAMNH Y, 7 AL TEHRAT S Jess & OENN
HbohTns LO1IBbns. FIZINGEX CIZBW T, erater I3l A0 6 BE5X D 5
M, Jess CIRBEERD T, HXDETLELOBNEEDETHI LD 2L 28T, 6
M EHE T, REEL L TLEI LEALNS.

BRI NS 5 &, 7T 2O DFEROEG % & ZITE S MK > TEAZE FRA
HBE) WAL, erater/Jess TOHIEL IALTLOEHLBRWGEERH L. L2 L, XDJE
N GRXE OB, B 5 WIXEI%ED) OYIE, erater/Jess TOHE L IZIEFFETHL Z L
MHERI N TS,

%2 DF 5 FHIC Jess DYERFE] (CPU BEfE]) 2R L /2. fEf~ > 1% Plat’Home Standard
System 801S; Intel Pentium IIT 800MHz; RedHat7.2 TH 5. Jess I C ¥ =)V A 7 YT K,
jgawk, jsed, C TEMPNTEBY, 2T I HITHO TS LTHL. BFSE L1201, BRE

23



AT AT DEZEOMIC, EF /1 F BT 11 775 L kakasi(http: //kakasi.namazu.org/)
MAETH 5. BIIEIZ UNIX ETCoOREET S, Web ETldhttp://zaza.rd.dnc.ac. jp/
jess/ CEATRIRETH 5. BlUE, BMHKETY V7 KEERE > ¥ — OF LaFER L 5 M
Windows NOBAEVESE ZHED TH Y, 2004 FFKIC Windows fROEHEZ FTEL T 5, 1
HOBRBENEONREE, 7 RV AICCGEE T 5.

3.6 R

Jess IFRFEARICBI Z/NHILDOWE Y AT LTAWS Z 2 2 GBEICBOTER S V.
Z D7z, 800 FM 5 1,600 FREEO/NHIIH L T, H5BE, Y LHERERTEEX
EN5. F 7o, AERABROWIMIEEIC BT 2/ SRR C OFEFIR & o HEGEHfiic BT Y,
HHR O & BB DR Z ERHERINTHS (A - IR - ZA, 2003a). & 51fio
ECOVAT LM, B2 5 NLFHEICOWTEHERICH L 2 O/NRXE ARBFEE L THL
DERH L DKL, Jess 137 DRENRLL RN L3 ZOBMEL LTFELTEINTH
%9,

L LaWRS, SAFHORHR IS LTEBL L0, flxlEarta—Fky
DORERM DB OV CUIEOFEN TR L, BEXIUA NBOLELZENTNS
KL b 6T, THEI OFEMENEFDH L Z L BbhroThS. fE- T, NEDHHT
IKBOTE, EPNTOESHEIIIGU T, HOEREHE TEoHiE~w M) v 7 2% HE)E
RTEL LD RAMEABRBEL 2500 L,

4 BAFE/NRXFHEICE S ZRIER

HAZERDPHEEHEZ 2 LRV DWLBETETHL Z M, WRKEIINT LV AT LD
AAZEANDEAZHAEL T, LWIBXFETF VA THL. WERLEHROEESR
FRATORESURATY — VI S, ShE2RGIHERTLHIENTEEN6THS. BHAR
ELIKEY, YOLIRT AR EIVFELVEEZLNICONTORKRN L RHRIE
W, L LERMNSREB LRy A IO W TOIEERIZLT L O E L TlERwy., 2
DIOLAT D &5 REEENEET 5.

4.1 SHEORE

BOKEE L R L 258, b RS 2RREA, BAZEOTFHHIRTH 5, L EHITEZA T
LR BT RY A ORWIRABRICBT 5 Ty £ A REBR CIFEHIR ARV DIl L, b
753l0) B, 600 F 5 3 800 FOFHHIRRMER T 5NT NS, 722 X, 7 AU fE
.g,j:jz[s,n@)\%%\z%ﬁ GMAT 2B 5 AWA CTlE, ATD 220 % 4 7 Oim@EMH S h, % 30
NCRET 5.
1. A (issue) O43HT (analysis of an issue): FAIN L CHADOBRZBRLEETH 5.
RO THENOH LTy LA THL I LWROENS.
2. #&am (argument) DAHT (analysis of an argument): FRamICK T HHH &, &5 THILER
WRRLREDERNLERETH 5. BRI L otk 5 5.
SRR SZBRE 1L 30 93T 300~400 U — RREEZEL LD TH LM, FICid 800 7 — RFiE
CETHELBOUVRL OB L, @, FIERER TR D 400 F2IFEXD 200 7 — i<
HFET LM 5,800 7 — RliE 1,600 L 725, ZHICRBITICE P EASIEEN TN
25, IEBRO 1,600 13 400 F5E 8 O R CHESIC 4 W%txé KR O R EAE R L
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W ZOREOELZELL ZLIFEBETERWVL, SHERHLZNRVICREINLLERZLD
MERTHSD. ZH2THE, H#ENREL T 6 SiliaF (E— KB4 ETHLNH)5 Bk
WL 6REH/LTHAD.

—HOMNENTBWTL, 600 Z20 L 800 Z2EL DI REEENEZALNED6, &
WESLHE ST (writing ability) 2B L TCWA AL Z D TROAL, IZLALHLCEEOSES
ELZXITRD. LD 6002 L 800 F & WD A&, kG2 R 5 0Ili3dn
TELHETHL. FEE, BHHEO 2T L (REK) OFHUL 850 FTH LM, 14F 365 D
a5 LOFTH 20 FRIZEFRRINOEL R VGEETH L. FEE S ERBHOEMRELED T,
INEH 20 RMOTELE TRNRNTHEN, L TRERR /EHRICENIE TR L - 2.
850 FREE DN ER LK () L LIC—KIKPTTLE > DL EA NS,

T LD DS ER L NEOREME, H5VIBHEERAEIZELSHETS 2
aﬁﬁb<,btﬁofﬁﬁ%@A LB DEMHMINCKE LT LED Z &M
FRESNS, EBE ABETERVLOLED THRADFAEICE S &, BRICRARELED
HEMARICL LA TH-> TH, EMRELOFROE 7Y VHBIRKIZ DL TH 0.5 2L
R LRBETH S (AR fl, 2003a 72 &), ZNITTEKEE ORI DFIZE (Powers et al., 2000)
ICHER, B S TN E .

B2 A H I ORI 1,600 FTH Y, TR LEHRERDLTHIRT S 2 & 2R
LTnW5. BURE Y, ABORBREDDLROFHIENFETCE L Z L IXHLNTH 5.

4.2 |EERZEOEE

HAGE T, ESEERTUIEFNICERT 5 W A AN H é %&?, Z DEMEDAFD U KX 2
LY, AL YIRDL. ZOOHRETERIIEND Y FEITHS RO IEORKS L OE
BHOEEMNNEL 2 5.

TytA R ZONBFUSLTCT Ry 7 TN L, TORBMREDHT 5 HEIE, —fRiC
REEOHT (discourse analysis) & FEIEN, BIFE, 2 OMZEN LI T35, EEXGEE.’:H&’) 5%
WIELEEWNORKL 2570 THL. LPLEME, Ty A OEEBRAEAICBYTL #
SEOBMRICHEEME LR AN 0T 20, BEMKEERIf%R %R L 72 Marcu (2000)
WWEBIET L7259,

4.3 KEKREXFOME

BUE, bARETINAXORBRIIFESTITONTVEN, SHFT —R— RAS N AgE L
BoleGHETH > CUHBIREXFORENELCHE 5. KA OBFEL 72 AT LENEBY
ICI3HEER UNIX 22— R (EUC) Z VT 528, AJXFa— R LT EUC oftic, Xy =
YTCELAWENTWE YT RMIISa— R, HL50IHRETL L AVSNTHSHIAD JIS
a— REHAL, Web A ¥ — 72— AXBOTRXAHLT R Z SRV E I TERNENT
W5 L LR SFAFEILTLOET I — NICGEL LIFRL, 2ok JISoa— Rk
ICEFR SN TR WK T (Y AT LANVEL bIRIENS) Z2EEE TICER T 5 76
MnH 5. 722 213 Windows(> 7 b JIS) oOQ®1x % 5 ¢h 5.

INRL CIRIERES 2 FERATAAEENERD R 2L, ZOERIZT2ICEESN S, Jess
TUBSRRIRESCFII T AICE S A, AT L, BT 5 2 230, a—FiiEsEs
THNVRTLERH LDV Y MU AT LB INEZFE LRV IR 5.
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5 HhYIC

Ty ¥ A DOEBRAS L OZOFEITRL REEROETHY, $REENTHLD
ICHESANTOERNE V. AFE T, BERA Y AT LAOHRICOWTZYE L2 S0 A
THERETTRL, BRINLFESSBROAFMAEICOVTE—@YE/RLE2H)THL. K
T Z ORI LD H HM5EE D—B L R ITFENTH 5.

3

2 NDEZLOBEFZED SIMBIETREZ L OFHIT OV T IRV, BERAY
AT L0 TFEm) 720 T% <, BRARES S SE2HER FCBBRAY AT A
FENLBEHRKOPOZLMIC OV T OEREFRT S22 T, MXONELREIES
CUMCELDRIBEREDCHRICL L VD THEL, $LRmIXOBETICHY, HIFHRERE
&, AHFER(EBICKRZARE VY —) KVHEBIE 2 W niz, 2 2R L T
LHiT5., RBABIIHATEERS B T7EEOEIF— S0 -0 OFEH - Hist
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