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1. 3 U & (&

NIRRTy A O BEEH S L ORI O W T O
7eld, MEUEDOTIIZB W THRIE 15 FOM TR DI
TNATONTELIRDO—DOTH D, TOHFFRLLT
&, ek, HE LM T Tu—F 0% 0o ARERE
JLBL O 538712 1990 AFACEH A B 2 — /78 2 & [l 72 -
WEt % 7 70 —F BRI 2 D, ZOFEMENE D
e E RHEME A CRRAIENTE LI EBHITHN
L. BIBIOT 7)) r—ar e LTRENR D DT
TORRMABIER, Hr ek, HHMER, HEENZ S
b, INOWREO7ZODOEENTTL 2 DEMis, H
IREFETH B LT AHD/NRILR Ty A OFHiS & U
RS, WFTOMERREZGEHL L9 &35 A3mD T
RGN THDL E VR L.

FEEE, DL BWBO Y AT L5090 FR %05
I, FRMLSNL BIE BHESINL VAT A
WZIE7 A) RO T A MER T# % Educational
Testing Service : ETS 7355 L 72 e-rater[Burstein 98,
Burstein 03], /31 4 =7 T& 4 Project Essay Grade :
PEGI[Page 66, Page 94], BRI LZNEO—F % xS
% Intelligent Essay Assessor : IEA[Foltz 99, Landauer
00, Landauer 03], V— VE R 7L T L1285 <
IntelliMetric[Elliot 99, Elliot 03a] ®IU>723% 5. 2000
FEEDPS, IRLEYAT LDy A fivy v & LT
DFBEDPFHHENDIZON, W DDDY AT A,
T AN DOARIZBIT HILET A M e L ToOAREERIC
ERIZHWSENDS X927 572, E-rater I&, 1999 4£7»
57 AN N OREERERE (WHbOLEYALAZAY —)b)
ANFD 720 O iR T H 5 Graduate Management
Admission Test : GMAT |2 317 % /E 335k Analytical
Writing Assessment : AWA OFR I flibIL7z. 2006 4
1 A LX) GMAT ®F%35 & UEE 1 ETS 2° 5 Peason
VUE & ACT, Inc. 12D, ZHIZEWAWA = v & 1
DR HIE Vantage Learning #1255 %E L 72 IntelliMetric

DATH X 9127 o 72, IntelliMetric (3 F 72, 7 XU 7
D E R F RS O 720 O # % 5% Medical College
Admission Test : MCAT OESCGABROBR T H V5L
T EN20074F 1 HIRGEL 2. T, T AU AER
KFh%: (Association of American Medical Colleges :
AAMC) 87T X M)y 7HE B L, ek
eI cLrtEmrb oy Ya—y 2 A LR
(Computer-Based Testing : CBT) IZ£H 352 &2 &
% ZIUZEEV IntelliMetric FRAT 2 Y Y DEA (2007
EBAAR) Y CBT OGN — ¥ A% AAMC |23t 3
5 LETATRTH S L) HTs S 7z,

FLEHOY AT ATIERVA, X)) —F v FKE#
® Rudner 5D 7NV — T2 & o TRA ZHEHZERY AN
72 BETSY [Rudner 02] 2SB%E S 7z, HAEE 2 LB
BYATAELTE, FEELDT NV —TPRNTHD
BEH B S THE—D Y AT A TH 5 Jess[ il 03,
Ishioka 06] % [ L 7.

T 2—F X bH Ty A OHBFREB L ORI
1, FHEDRFIEIR (B 5/ XD ENEREOHT
A& BIATDONIPIC L DFFEPED ), REER (R
7 B HEIZ IO W TEDP NN R &) —TCHY I EF
TE0 . EOLHIEFLE T L) EOREEPERT
XL TR, WEOFMEZRKIFIEIEL, F 72058
B VE RSN TE B L Vo 22T, MOTHENTH S
EEZOLNTWS, HFETEHHATELE Vo725 D
HETH 5.

IR, BLUOZ v A OHBRITY AT LADODNWT
DWBFEORER» LR Z WIS 2 HAFRIZ L 200 —
NATwLE LT, (Al 04 b b, THid 21 =T
LobmXE LTENLE ) RIBRLDT, £Y AT L0
BhaouYy 7, wWhidmerbhrs LIfd SN Tw
L. FRHBHRE Y AT AIESBRO SN LB, B
RTCOMES &L, WHhITERFRIZOWTLIERLT
Hb.

I TARRETIE, TAR 04] LB OFG#E % &
DHLLANTEEY AT 20842479, Hl 213,
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e-rater |3 2004 4|2 Ver. 2.0 25 &4, LRl Ver. 1.3
WS, MEETVE—HL72. 72020 DY AT
ATRMEN LT A — FN 7 %RT LS, TDOVAT
LADWERER LR L 72, S HICARRR T, A6 04] Tk
NIHEHRE Y AT ATRO LN LEM4DS, LDk HIC
YUH SN EWMET 5.

2FETIE, TA)ATHHENTWLIUDD Y AT A
(e-rater, PEG, IEA, IntelliMetric) (ZiNx, Wf7E~— 2%
DY AT HELTBETSY #HUY) L, FtA2DY AT
DZOWTHHT A, 3FETIE, HARFEL WIS 2 B
HCHE—D Y AT L TH D Jess (IZDWTI, HAEI
DHATVEHEIZOWTHET 5. ToREEE, F
200 3E (cue words) |ZHEH S §7 IR SC AT O i B
BT 27200TRTHY, TOFHREO—TELMHNT
5. ABFFELOTHY, M LOBBRE S AT LD
S G HIAEIC OV TSRO TERT 5.

2. EXICHET2EHRAV AT LA

2+1 Electric Essay Rater : e-rater

E-rater (315 kD7 X MR TH % Educational
Testing Service : ETS @ Burstein & DN 7 )V — 712
Fo T3 a2 A7 L TH % [Burstein 98]. Ver. 1
TI3# 60 DFFR LOKEUE (feature) O AT T I2HED
WTC, BEARFETNVIZE > TRITEATS. 7272 LT T
n%E R VSN SE DT TR <, FE (prompt)
I2&»T8~120FEAEIINS. [Kukich 00] 12X 5
&, BROMECORL L T5 DETVHHLERTY
eI,

T AN HDORRHRTIE, Ty A DA TIIHED
WHEEIEISN 1 S E b X6 HETREENS Z L8
Z 7S, B L erater IC X AEREO—FE (1 M
VI 1, 97%Td % [Burstein 03].

2004 FF 2 IZFH/N—T 3 » (Ver. 2.0) DSBSz
[Attali 05, Burstein 04]. ZOF/N— 3 » Tk, FHw
CNAEBORKIZI2T, mEICLSTIZHETD 5.
= RAD, BEWEX (good writing) Z/RTHEE &
L VBRSO X ) ICB R ST,

INSOEMEIIL TORSDS T I — 125 TE
5. (1) ~ (B) h7T)—=7T, 1L.~12.05FDH T
T —IZEHEENLHHETHA.

(1) 3¢, oMM, FIE (mechanics), A% AV

1. BT — FRICHT A EL 7 —0dEE

2. T — PRI T 2550 HEIC DWW O T —
DEE
W — FEUCHHT 2 FIEO =5 —DE4

3.

4. BT = FBIZHT LRI A VIZOVWTHOIZT—D
&

(2) MFfLE 3T

5. 55 (discourse) L= MO

O

NTHees 43k 23% 195 (200841 H)

AEEL = v ML, Gas (thesis), H & 7% 55K
# (main point), TN %2 $HR7 %iE (supporting
ideas), i (conclusion) H°&% 575, 5 DG
Z=y FOHT Y MUILTF O &) 2R S %.
® supporting ideas == I {& main point L=
NORDIZHHEZDHRT T ¥ FENL.
®main point = MI—2DD LT v A DHTEL
EDH=DFTTHA.
Z D# 213, Criterion (e-rater Ver. 1 O
bholeTy A OELIREDIZODOY 7 b T =
7) THRHEENZEVWIy A 2EL 20D [5
NG 7T TG 12DV T WL, ORI X
WX, W0 TR 21E, B3 (introductory
paragraph), = ® A3 (main point & N %
f87R 3 % supporting ideas 7° 5 7% %), & i
POHERTLELY, T30 THE T
(background) OZEFIE, [5/37 7T 7L 128
A EEN RV EICER IR,
L7285, e-rater 2.0 TlE, ZTDLHIZLTHH
e =y bOLERIZSTH Y, EEOHENIS
8L HE AT LLTHERL., TRTCOEHR
(thesis, conclusion, -2 @ main points, Z 1LIZ R IE
3 % =0 supporting ideas) AMiEbo72L &, &
aTE0 LS.
6. K=y MIBIFAFEHDT - FK
(8) MY ZoHT
7. BET Y A D6 FEICL L TT A HEUED R
KD AIT

8. Ikmm (HEE6M) ZfE/lzyvbAfLloay Ay
AR ; CEM 0¥ 121 [Salton 75] 12dH A tf -
df FESHVEND.

(4) HFEOWEMEE (complexity)

9. HEEOMLR L OREEZRTIRE 27 — F(token)

KT 558 o727 — FiE#H (word type) OEIE
%1 1%, “This essay is a long, long, long essay .

EV ) IR LTI, DO word type (this, essay,
is, a, long) & A\D® token (this, essay, is, a, long,
long, long, essay) %% V), Z D= type/token I&
5/8 = 0.625 & 72 5.

10. [Breland 94] & O HFEHEIREE IO <o R
B (difficulty)

11. FHOHFERES
(5) Ty kA DES

12. HFEOMREK

NG 122 F AR5 HAMIT TN X o TED
ENb. W—oBIMET Yy 4 DESIZOVTTH Y,
COERDA DT NOREEPHRIFHMH S v X9,
ST OICRESNLGAENH L. TOEFL v 112
DWTIE, FNENOFEAIIIEIZ 0.05, 0.02, 0.07, 0.08,
0.21,0.12, 0.04, 0.07, 0.08, 0.03, 0.03,0.20 TH 5 & LT
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v 5 [Attali 05].

E-rater Ver. 2.0 D€ 7 )V IdFE (prompt) 12X 55
WHATI YV E—0REEIZESZ ) ETH5DTH 5.
COETINORS BRI, FHEOK® 12 LD 7%
WZEIlHDH., ZOEADMEETS > THOLEDL Z LI
LoT, 2—FEFEFHIZAITEHBT L ENTES
EI127% 5. VESCRETIMEIZ 27210 % BRRR T TR A HE &
X, SNHOEALESE, RETLILLIERTHY,
COZELEETHLH., ZOWHEIL, erater (Verl)
DHEH “tricked” (MU v 7 2MEDLNTWD) vt
HIZHT2b0THY, AT TICRTLHMAETE R
LTwhEnz s,

2+2  Project Essay Grade : PEG

PEG iz v v A MDD I SN2 MWD T A
F AL THY, Ellis Page 12X o TR D/IN— 3 V38
1966 4EUHIZFSE S 17z [Page 66]. 2 D/3N— 3 » Tl
proxes & IFEILAK) 30 DR ENHVLN, IThb%
trins EIFIEN L ARKMEL L9 LT HELRITERT
FEOMRH L L7,

% OFEL, B b SN E L EoREN R L0,
BIZSFEOLDOES, T 75708, Mok T
HbH., INLEFMEICRLIEATFET L7202, BN
JFETMDRHVEN TS,

PEG (£ 1993 4R IZ2GT &N, CEF = v 7 L kR T
#+ (part-of-speech tagger) 7 & D BIRSFEMLELY — )L
b S L9127 > 72 [Page 94, Page 95, Page 03].
DORCTIE trins % & D IFFEICILIRT 2720102, "X D) &
THME R FEORH L EAMT 283N/ LTWwab,
ARG 72 2 3 7 T IVI2IE 30 ~ 40 OFFEEA M LI T
W,

HHHR [Shermis 02] T, PEG IZ#A 512N 2, %,
AL, AZ AN, Ah=s A, AN EOEB RO A
7 ERRELTVD. IOV AT AR WERNE S
LTI, A0 (ko) EAr&EHTIZOWT, LD
T 4= BNy 7 EETEHICLTWD,

L2 L7%25, PEGOHHAIT7TRHREAIT &
W $ 572012, ED L) ZiEHE LTV L2
DOFEANZ OV TIE AR E LT,

2:3 IntelliMetric

IntelliMetric | Vantage Learning fhi2 X > T, =v
4 R HCERKM (open-ended) MIEDIRE D 72812
BASE X N7z, IntelliMetric (X, BHZEY 1 FOSEFRT %
& 2 ADHEEIZHD W (brain-based & 4V (E mind-
based) ET7TINVIZE DV TIHFHRWIILFZ 1T > T b
[Elliot 03b]. #FHMFMRERZIZH L DL, NLHARE, ==
=7Vt b, FEEEEREFETHLLLTVAE.

G-z 5N 7-5# (prompt) 2% L T, IntelliMetric
SEFEDMZE S 400 b DR Z T L, 22 7HEE
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ICHER R E A I L, A3 7 BT VIR DL ER T
53 % [Elliot 03b].

400 b OFFREIE, FREE-IBRE, A -BEE, TR M,
ANZTADT G AN HIENTELHELTND
W, FNETND T T ANET HIFHEIMITH 5,2
WTIIAH E N TV,

IntelliMetric (2 & % 7Ffifi 2 2 7 D@L, SCERIZ L -
TELVOECDEDY, FLHONTVDLE T =T v 7
b—HLTWRW, BBORUTORDTH 5.

®Forms and unity: HIX I (A4 7474 7)

WZxf L CoRE MR —E
®Development and elaboration: NZ DIiE<38HH O
Fil

® Organization and structure: i 5 9 & 5 %2 SCEA L

® Sentence structure: X DTEEVER L iR

® Mechanics and convention: J£55 D L — L ~\D# A

FRCEHE A 2 T BlLE AR 7 T ANORILE, T
RCOFHEY 7 ANTXCTOFHNA 3 7 Bl EES
5% %% OBRTH % [Elliot 03al.

2+4  Intelligent Essay Assessor : IEA

IEA 3210 F FK%® Landauer % Foltz & OWf7E 7
V=T L, BUE, TOREEESHE BTN
v F ¥ — {23 TéH % Knowledge Analysis Technologies
(KAT) #HicBEshTwa, KATHIZIEAD a7 &
o TWLRAT T YV V%, @K THLHEEOT A+
%R Td % Peason Education fD4xFTdh % Pearson
Knowledge Technologies (PKT) #L(2##fl L, PKT %t
M IEA ZHoe, ikl T3,

IEA ORI EICTR L ONE OFFfiIZE X 2 &V Cw
BLITAHIIH D, FRES LU OWT X CHifbs L
TTHERC L o TV AT LD 6NTWE, ELTWA.,

Z®7 7u—FId, Latent Semantic Analysis (LSA)
WCRE KL T A, LSA I, HHMREOZE,S &
WL TETH A, CORFETEWTWAIER,
B2 572303 T A b OWFEN 2 ERRE A, B
OIGEZMEL T, ITDOER, $abLETFAFONE
2 RET 2REN LY (FERMEITY]) 12X o TR 2
ZENTEDLLETDHHDTHS.

COHETIE, WEDOBRODH LT FA N (B2 135
EHHOR) O FEELEGDSH DL ONLHERD
Fai, HEEESCHOBMR T BIRIISR L 72 ER2EH &
LCEFREINDTHITEIREIND., ZOTHIOHEE - L
EORRIIHME (EAH) ThHY, RHFHTICBTLRT
ARz D TH .

Iyt A FEICHOEGAL, 4, dRELTwDL T
v A OWNEPERZERICBWT, Zr0RESI:
Iy IZEDRERCOPEMD I ENTEL L)
5.

IEAZREAITIIMNAT, #EZ2O08 P61 —
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PIZATT 2T 5.

(1) WE LSADLEREINEZOOREETH S

TEME L F x4 v Lo

(2) Uk HR—EME 0k

(8) ¥y« Ak, A

IEA OFAEAITI, ZBEITEDOABATT L DN
JHRETIVICE > TEEEEN S, IEA D &b ENEDRE
izd7H 2 &2 BXL CHEFS N2, STIIELAF
WaFHliT A Z LICOFHT A ENTE S, ORI
BWTC, IRAOT 7O0—F1%, FEPNTWLNEZDL
D&, TOEMDOEROM )% IEL {FHlT 25D TH
% [Landauer 00].

2:5 Beyesian Essay Test Scoring sYstem : BETSY

BETSY i3 2 ) — 7 » FR%® Rudner 5D 7 )V —7
Lo THREESNZY AT AT, Tyt HliGHEIIN
AT T Ta—FPRENT W5 2 LR KDOFH#D
%% [Rudner 02]. T v+t 1 DFFLHI, HE, 4ZMH»
56EMTIESNLDT, TNHLDEB~DY T 455
FTELTERLIENTE D,

GEHBEE L TZo0ORA V7 VBTV HW ST
W5 [McCallum 98].

—D13%7% % Bernoulli E7)V T, & w, A2 7
¢ DLERIIA LD 1THEBINBMERZ T, v
YA & HEATT ¢ & F AR EFHET 2 5 0
Thb. BEAAT ¢; DMERDORIRE VL DN, £D
Iyt OFIE L TRLEND LWEHIET 5.

9 —2ODE 7 )VIL multinomial £ 7V T, =
we BTy A AN TW S P2 RTERE A
T, BEEw P AaT ¢, THDHT v A IEHEFENLHE
PR T—IPOERL, Tyt Af &P EATT ¢
AT BMERLEHET L. COETME ‘=TT A
(unigram) SiEETN" LIFENTEY, TF A M
FA1Z [Mitchell 97] 2 EDSEHA L 725 D TH 5.

BETSY O#H T X L2 #HPHIZR SN TV 2205, V—A
I— NI, e THIULAAT A~ [BETSY] 225
71)—T#vwru— FTX%. BETSY | Visual Basic
RSN TBY, My —RAa— P2l Ins
TETH % [Dikli 06].

26 IyvtlMBHREIXTLIIEEFhZEH

FZHII A 04] 1I2BWT, B0y A HEIFRA

VAT AIEIFNLEMSE LT

(1) AT LA OMWRER FFA$ 2 ME— DMtk & LT AR
DFFEICLEL LIS w2 &

(2) BB AT T %BTETFTRL, MNiEWE 71—
BNy 7 %R 72ODIELY — Ve L THEB LS &
LIk

D2 EEREE L2, RETIE, AR 04 g 22T
WALz AT ALl EORE, KML-070, 12

NTHRES® &6 23% 175 (200841 1)
DWTIRARL Z &2 L7z,

(1) OME%E D TR L 72013 [Bennet 98] TH
L. KBS T HIEEALETRTOY AT AL, FEAR
M7 a2 &2 A OFBEICHEMOBREZRY 7 <
DFHLZEEZHME LTS, LA L%a26 A OGE
FENE, BB IR ZE R (rubric) I2EEDWVWTWn 5
DTHY, FHELEEROFEZ 2205, 2 —FITZHET
HE (acceptable) &% x 2EHMEHMRT 272D DFE
ERBRNEFTOLDOTHL. L7zhi-> T, FFlidkiER
i (prompt) TEIIZEDLLZ L, (DT hRIEIE
BEFENHICRL) BEIE AL, WEIEICENRE
TWIEBIFLERMEEPED DL L) BT VIIARES
WhHRETNEWV) ZEDVZ D, ZOEKRT, PEG X
IntelliMetric, e-rater (Ver.1) (&, %ZELLEIZAMOEE
HEICH) ¥ ETwbEnoThn

—7, B &N/ erater Ver. 2.0 13 (ZF L THEHT 5
Jess b), MEICLSTRHMEET VIE—ZETHY, Wb
W % FHMAEMER - 72T AR T TV D, 20L&
FEICE S WVETIVIE, BROZ NS, wmEIL
IZETINDELNFTRERE I — L OFEPRETH B D
5, BTNV E Yy NT v T T 5 0DMREMAREEL R,
A O RERBEOR IR TE 5725 T, 4%
Bl L CTESGI A T ) S LA TE L, 20l
Ll (2) KBWTHHEFMICEL ZLICh b,

F72, AMICL2|AI1I21E, wbwia u—zR07:
DIZ, Bwv (HDHWVITEN) FIRDITI DT T
BIRIZEW (HDVITEY) iz 5252 L0d 5.
492, Fridman 2% 1980 1217 o 72WF5RIC L Uid, A
B OFHIE IEFZEDO Ty A OFIZRA ST uDF
W&y ZRENCE CEHliT 2 2 LS TE o
72, NHOFHE, %3 L HHHTNE LD TIER L,
e-rater DESMOYHFIL, FEHDOEZ, BIUOEELD
VAT LAOHAWDOEL S ERLIZDbDEVZ L),

(2) OBELE, ThbbLEY AT AT T 4 —
RNy 2% BFTELY—LVE L COMBES T2 EHD 5
CEEERLTVWLZEIE, LIRSV . [
04] D5 T, Critique & 9 e-rater DFEHED —ER
% % L7205y — v (Critique Writing Analysis
Tool) 72SME—, FRMALIN LI\ E o 7.

Critique |&, 30, FEOMHIE, #HI15, Uk, H#AL,
B EICTLUT VI AL LD T 4 — KNy 7 %38
bDTH LA, WAL, Z—HFOrELLZn LTk
FTARAMNEEZLEHITHLBEINTHE, fELLAN)L
2iE, ANFE (4 ~54E4E), A (6 ~844), &
B (9~124E4), L vy (1 ~244), EfHf- K
FhEzbR (GRE #HY), FERFEEN S OKFE (TOEFL
M) OFLANVHEHL. H5DHNEy 7120 &R 465
WMOWE - FHO%, RS E L Tw5,

IEA TiE, 3, ZESTEOFLIHA T "Tools”
EWIHIEHDHY, a¥— (copy; HEEMINTH), A
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~)V (spelling), JUEM: (redundancy), (i (grammar)
[ZOWTIRXAY F&HT L9124 5 Tw5b. IntelliMetric
TIEZDOWRED —#FIZ D\ 72 My Access! &£\ Web
N—ZADOFECFHM Y — VSRt & b X 9 127k - 72
My Access! & e-rater [Ak, L~XVIZIG U727 14— BN
v ERBRT LI -TED, BRRHEE (K12) L
JVEIENRE (proficient) & L, W& (developing), L
W# (advanced) DEDLETC=ZDDLNAVAH 5. I
ZC, My Access! TIIZEFELEZ K- Tk Y, BE, HE,
ANRA VR HEREZIOFD T ENTESL, 12—
BZOOEPEAH Y, —DILHERE, AA VRl HE
FEOWTNADSTHE Ty kA 2EHE, ALSHETT +
— NNy 7 %2 T WA ), b ) —2IFEETT Yy A
2EE, EFEDHDLVIIHEFETT 4 — PNy 7 22T
LHETHD.

WO H) Z v A I3 SEFSERIY Y VDD
D, A7 o (informative), FHIFEIZHE D WFE
(narrative), (5, T v+t 4 (persuasive essay) 74 &,
BIE 200 DL EOFRESHEIN TV 5.

2:7 IvtaHERASOEZYMEOME

[Yang 02] {2 XU, T v HERETOZ LI
THMROT7 70 —FIIUTOZDIHHETEDL LWV,

(1) $7 o 7-50lE, IS AMEEWmIcE 237

IS E BT
(2) 7AMAIT L writing I2DWTDIINOFFE L
DORERICES LB TL D

(3) FHli 7oL AIZHIME L TZH D

Z L DWKRD Y AT 5 OEHEEIL, ABOZ 3712
IVESTEIETEIDOTHY, LA -T, Kehe
NHEOENZIEE W —FA RS 2T\ % [Burstein 98,
Elliot 99, Landauer 03, Page 95]. #&#k & AR OFEAHD
—HUIEFE L, PORWURTH LD, TOah'EHEHE
(quality criterion) 143 L & 14 Tlx7% \» [Bennet
06]. A3 2 L I2H A #E ([Yang 02] T i second
category LM IEINTWE L D) IZDOVWTIL, 1FEAL
b oM. PR R EEE LTE, £
FEEIRT A &, writing 122\ COIZHEDRGE, #HhC
& 2 Ak @ writing A FOVIZHR S 5 EFM, AREICX A
writing A ¥ V29 5 HCFHli % E23H 5. b0
GHDIZEAEL, TNIPAELELLDOEL T, £
—HFEII D DKV (#1212 [Elliot 01, Landauer 01]
&),

[Yang 02] \= & % 3FHOH 7T —, 3 7% b b3
T HE ROV T OGO OV TdRD T 7%
V. FOHBIREY AT ATYH, MEDOET VISR

FCED CEBREINZA TEROSH HET NV EHEEL T
WA DIFEDY, Yang HIFREL T H L 2 2 FHET 5 DI,
LR CEOB T 7O —F 2 WL ENEETHL &
B LT b, BARBIZIZAH S OA—FDHE &,

21

FDOINY = DGMDBLETH), TOZENED L
7% writing FFE % BT XEpOPEL, T20E
AT OELENZHETDE LTWA, KITTWSEHED
FEDEELMPETHLE LTS, [Attali 05] X2 D
ATI) =BT AR VERLDO—DOTH 5.

3. dJess

31 # #

Jess DY AT AL L TORKOFEIE, (Z0DBEfFD
AT AT U E (rater) ZTFARICLTWEHD
WAL, COYAT LM~ 7aDT 45— (writer)
DN UBELFRIILTVAEIAIILHA. DD
WEETNVEREZLICEY T v 50BN L,
PERRBUE L BRI DA L PFERN TR o722 D455
IBWT, WO TUNMUERRBTOEAYIEL L7z,
Jess T, WFLEEZONL/NGm LR Ty L L LTH
HEEREOFEICBIT2ME L a5 4 (R 25HL,
FAHE B LEOEXIHIIOVWTDORA MY 7 ADNT %
HOENLOEHRLTBL., INHXA M) 7 ADGHDIE
EAERERIEF RO AL & R DS, D5
I L § B/ANGRSCIZOWT O & AT, A DR
B, BONIMETHEDZOFM L § 25428V TR
fliE 2o 2E12, TDORX M) 7 AZBWT [#4Th
W EHIBTL, Elh M TOENBREERE, ToF0E
AV NELTHAT A, SHAUEIRIUSEF O 1.5 15
R AHT—F LT D,

Jess (ZFREFLIEIZOWTIE, 7 A ) I ORFERFR (»
bOLEIHRAAT =) ~NOANERETH H GMAT
2B 5 AWA OFF1T3E#E [GMA-Council 05] % (Z(TH
BLTBY, UTO=20E»r55HMtix4T) .

(1) B8 LEE LTLLLETTODLD,

(2) FRERERL . 7 A 74 THABBERE R I AT

L. ERNIEO BT WA,

(3) W% : HESTIZEYIIG 2 TV A 2D,

AL, (1) BEIZOWTIE, XLEOGART S
(XDEE, WoEE, ok, HARLOGEER L),
FEEOSIRME, €y 77— F (big word, < THLW
i) OHEE, THEOLOEERE, RWLE L TR
AT, 2RIV TO—kN e &5
HELNTVWE, 32— CEliT2DI0ED @
L7z B ) 2 ez b, 72 (3) WEIZOWT
X, AEWICIEHEETH DA, FoMREE LT, Latent
Semantic Indexing[Deerwester 90] 7 & O FFE# £ ) A
N, WhPLIERNLENEO—HEWETLILELT
Wh, ZHIEZEDPDEL DY AT ATHRBETHY, Bl
R TOEML NV TORAEZRLTWEEVZ L),

2 (2) WERERICOWTIE, BCKEEICH T 54D
VAT LTIE, EHFERL EOTHMVEE (cue words)
124 { > T\ 5 [Page 94, Burstein 98, Rudner 02].
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ZD7 Jess T

O I i RS T 0 FEO MBI HE &

O FHMP Y FEO IS — R ITE D
IZOWTEEHMl, BLXOHE 247> T\n5b, HIY —
DHEIZDOWTIE, NEE WO GERIOMII ~ 7
17T KNETNVEH, HAERE L OWE oA kiR
W, (FEO T L4 TH S LR L72)
T ) OERBERICHNKRE VR SR TH D LT
Wrd 5., LLads, HAREOYEE, Hmidlidn
R SN AEIICH D [ BE 97, FEE, ZoH
MEDHUF D) X L% A, ELEIHLELLNHT
HoH, BE BHHFFOIT L (&K#) TH, 14E365
WDy H, FIHYT20 ML, FHEHROEL BWLFET
H5b.

bord, HHEBOMIEHIL, CEEEDSEIC
KRELMAET S, a7 4 (RREx) TIEHEHLT00 FTH
L7, BEER R LIC—o0FET—RICREZE T
Lo TV ZENNFETH L5, D L H 121200 F
Eb bk, HOIMEOREBESLEEL 2, Bk
W LICEEEDLZ LI TERL LD, LI LAER
2L, BPEORFARRPAF AR THCSNE /N
SRR TIX, Fooaidbh T 600 ~ 800 FEIEET
HbH. DD, ZOREOSEOFMET D 720121,
BB IS e WHEET, 2ok g otz
AT HER SRS B LWL 2 B RETIETIZ,
FDIZODTRIZONVTIRRG,

3-2 FHH,YEEICES L VWREBEDIDE
PR RBLZZ IS 2 Wi B E OIS LE L 1L

VR, R3S REBUIRERE R OB ICRD THER T

b5, HBEHNOZETY, ZHXOERIZ, T4bb

LEMEDOIIRO7-DIZFHIPVFEICL {H-TE 2

[Mani 01, Marcu 00]. & ZCW9) T EEE 1L, Fi

NERE R DBARRBLO 2 & 2464, [5F5 97) 12 X UL,

NEE OB E LCUUT DO 4@ ) FFAET 5 &),

A0 3R A N2 2 5Bk CH 4. Iz 2 L)
TEENL, 1INIZD [LArb] R LA En
HbhH. BEINDEIEHDR LB,

BRI [T bbbl [2F0 ], [Svikzih
1, TERTIUL] & o R R TR IN LB
BRTH 5.

A - B LIFHOMMRE IR, Bl 2RI AR 8
WEBIIE, (255, [ZoEIE] 2E05HD,
JeiEr T bl LT, [Zw ], [L7z25> T,
(725, [2F0 ] ZEDH 5.

7R - MAEIRGIZIE (B 213 ] CRENLERMEFRETH D,
BARBNC & B3, v Limib e L Cofrs & o,
WEORIE LTCOUTO4EBYPHEEL TV E L

TWwh.

gxff . H D ERA K LTRSS ERB T SN

NTHees 43k 23% 195 (200841 H)

LEX BDIIH VW L3 BIHEERE W
I, — I TAZH B, TA, L2LBJ vy RH
LD,

HIER : EREIZBWT, ADIEH IV nZ &AL A
BRRET W), bW [7272LEFX] ThY, R
M (72720 R [do80 ] DDA,

BS RO E R LT, BEOBAR
MRS ASHN S, BRI [0, T
HA] RETH 5.

e WAIRIE (=4, Tl ], TZhice Ll &
Vo AR TR INLERMBTH 5.

AR OFRFHPH N8 2L, HEPIZZFIUTH
BT A AT A THA ). LaL, Lito#Ekk
B VBETY, HBRoOmBIGEZ VIS5, Z1UIH
R EB P ER EN G5 TH- T, ZDOZ L%
e, HIMEd 5 e LTUT OO0 E 2L 615,

—DO IR OB%E % 2 AR ama b5 2 &
THb. BEHDIIEERMITE LTRAELZHCTWS2S,
BVEOROLNI B TRAOH CCHER SR O] A
EOM) ITIRRARAFANMFE L L &I, WK% 5
WIEHT OB E RO R IZh R R T IR GF TH B &I
T 5.

L) DOOFEILRES ) T4 5HTHbH, EFY
74 (modality) &%, EHlREELR & &IE-T, A
BT NEICK T 25 LFOHBL LIWEEY VWS, [~
FTRETHDL] R [~EHAONEL] RENZENIIHT-5H.

HARFEOEAIZEY ) T4 BFEICCRICAHET 5 72
W, FTOMMNILENES TH L. KRB 5 ERT
13, KXo A O ICEAEIZ 10 XTIy, F
OESF L CHolo RN = DT —FRX=ALBET
LIETEY) T4 O#NET-> TS, TRESY T
1 DRFEZOREEIZH 725 TIE, [HAFER R STH:HF
7243 03] DR A EHNASIE L CTHRAT A2 2 &05CT& %

B 2\ BNEFE % TR CRE S ) 7 4 DTS5 5.
i~ (X[ d) £2)TH2]

BE [~z )l [~eFewohs [~&E
#cxs]

WAL [~ THhA], [(kko) BHIZLE], [~7
EEZOND]

BlR : [HFoND], [FIFETEL]

3:3 REOOEN) ERTRAS S MOMFE
HEmomnE o, i, SFEFLFROOLRND
BAEZRBETLILI2EP R0 0N S, TROIEE -
WHEOWRMEBED L) BIAFETOL N> T b hra
X, ZOMMERTIBETLZLNTELTHA).
FEHIC DO WTIXANET A28, NEFEOERRERIE, ML
TOMREEARDTH L E N D,
AN <Sgand < BUR <Faak
=7, ROV TIEFRIEDFRIGBRII LT O X 9 12



NEL B LTy X A O BEFHER I B0 2 WEFEE)R

LhlEZOLND,
BB << (R =Himif)

W, JEEE +ORA Vb, SR -ORL ML,
I CIRA7 N WO OB S IR LT, +4»
L=4DFRA Y 5T HILEEZD.
FETH LS, NEEICOWTIE, A (+1), 3
(+2), BlR (+3), fwak (+4) &L, #EIZOWTI,
HBR (-2), kb (=3), & (-4), @ik (-4) %
5.2 5.

CHUZED, EROGHEODRNY) ZIRT L LN

T&A., T/, WHEOBEBOBELOLNPLI LIRS,
ZOBZ, HIZ (+4) ~ (—4) OFRA Y b 25T 5

B TRL, ZORL Y MRIST BEEO T GR
R REETLIENEETHS .

O &)L TEERERER  FEf g, flaid
MaEMFETHWSL NS 75 7 [Wakimoto 78] 7 & T
HWI LI ENTE, EmOREMEHELTE2. R
M9 &b, BHROMIEOFEEIL 227N/ \DOTHD
Mo, NS EREBEWIH, BE LA ENLHERD
BEAHRETLZLBTEETHS .

FH 513 1999 ~ 2002 4F, 2006 4F o 45 H # [# CD-
ROM # W, 222D 5ENTWE I T 4B LU
FUZHEM L7z, ZofE, MHIIoOmEIC XY fikz o
TV LEPRETH D, UL OO EEDFE
ERZDEXFNLE N LD DA TN,

4. 8 b W

Iy v A OHERE Y AT LAYy — Ve LT
ORfET L D ERUL L T 2 EDHZED M TH 5
Z i, DIEREVA RV, BUE, HERRESY AT AN
e ATHE L, HALZ CEL T — A, BESU#EIT TR
AT ENTEL L) RIRDIZESN TS, ETS O
2 NV— L, POLEERICBIT ST 7 - v 7 oMl
%, [¥H1L (pollution) | &IFIXN 5% LoOHEL T —
, J—FECONT T AETFTVIZIEDOWTERL &
9 &) FFE [Kukich 00] # DTV 5 L) ThHB.

[EI] OoflE L CIkRiER O Y ik — ki w
DNDLELRENRHITONG, 5141, SRofie L
THE LNV TORRY) OffIkd o THAH. B
BlE L CIREREL 2 EA A (R ERTEME] —
[HeEtRcEM]), TET28E (SR,
DOFJE ([EREEREE] - [EEED, LEORD
BERHIFLIENTEL. NS IIHESIRNT TR
THIENTET, TR —MFHRE N BTIC LD
M EWETELLDTH D,

b9 —2o0 ML, cheating I A VbwWw b X
VETHIEDOMLTHL., FGRHMOEL N L)
Iy A OBHEARD 5T\ 4. IntelliMetric T,
FidE & BIRD R WIRE R, TEZ DL ODOHE, BLU
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FEDPGOEG L ) VI E O R OBz oW
TR 22 & %2WHEICL T, E-rater Tl&, ¥
AT AOFHEBPANHOFFER L) EL 25 EE0mLIZD
WTEBNZ AT 2 ATV, B EPNT 8T 7T 7 %A
bk R, BRERIHOS T 5 7k TR A ik
LT ENTELHAEDH DT & &AL TWb [Powers
01]. HEMRAE Y AT LADIT A MRADY =)L & L CTH)
AE B E, cheating ~NDRITIZ DWW TOFIEILAKA
2B RREEZ DA D Lz,

gt &

ARIFFEIC DV IR AR B B &, Z7E (B), [ H
BN SO HEEEMIC BT 2 A el GRET 5
19300292, Wizeftd: @ AEE ) OhT <7,

OB EFE XM O
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