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FEIZDOVWTHIET A, FAHBRE Y AT 2T 28I OV TEM T 5,

$—T—K:1mod, BWKBT AN, HASH

1. & U & (C

TAVAIIZBWTRI Y Ea—%1lLkbyvE1DH
BIRE Y AT LEBRICEMBERICH Y, LlETAMEL
TORBRBRICEBRIHNONT WD, 7 X)) I OfEE
REBE (EVARART =) AFO72HDIGERERTH
% GMAT (Graduate Management Admission Test) (233
AR AWA (Analytical Writing Assessment) O
FRITIZIE ETS (Educational Testing Service) TRHIFS St
72 E-rater 7 1999 42 b TV 5. 2006 41 A 2»
5 GMAT O B % % UM & 13 ETS %* 5 Pearson VUE &
ACT Inc. IZR0, ZHIZHEW AWA Ty £ A DRI
Vantage Learning t125F%& L 72 IntelliMetric 23479 & 9
127 5 72, IntelliMetric 137 X V) 1 DIEF KFBE#EFD
729 @ @ Pk 3 B MCAT (Medical College Admission
Test) DOVESGREROIREIZ D 2007 SEHH VW HNT W
L., BIZEA VY VANFEDLODA V5 —F v FRX—2Z
DT A NTdH%AH ACCUPLACER 71 75 L OIEL T
A b T& A WritePlacer Plus TH b T2,

F 722007 4 3 A 14 H ® Education Week it L3 2
K% &, 2011 E£EOMOICIEEKFETFAE (NAEP !
National Assessment of Educational Progress) T 8 4EK
E2HEROFEEIIH LIERDMET A M Do T
F—R—FANCLBIELT A & FEES 5 2 LD RE

fllEE  MATERE AR At v & — e R
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L7z (A 4EROZBEIH L TIX 2019 EED D). SO
LWESGERClE, 1 ORERT 305Dy 47 A
M 2RREERL, oD FIFRHA), Ko
LEN L ERWET S, T LWELT A b OBHLAIL,
ACT Inc. ’EF L CTWA T &5, NAEP b I~
Va—#I2X % HB$R N (Automated Essay Scoring,
DI AES & BERE) AAHWVHEN D Z & IIZIZREW W
ElEbS.

AES 28 S W HE N ATHIZHE DD E 2 b N5 2T,
Rudner V12 & % & AES IE, ¥hl, 7 A NEH, s
DIBFIE>THNNTHLE LTS, Hhlilck >T
X, <Dy A ZEARET B L) Eif 5 B
S, MRS & D RVERIEET S 2L DSTE S
I hD., FAMEZIZESTAHNE, KA NTHE
B ORE R RIS T 5. WFE& 2L 5T, 0T
2R A B ICH S O MAESEL I L TESLT
H5HI.

IHUANT D AES X, FFEDRVIMRIR VMRSl o
HEVPEROPTAEFERIATDN NI X ) FENED
%), ARMEER (R 2RI W THEN NN
) —TTHICEHEiT A4, LD X ICELE T H D)
REOREEZPERTE L7213 Th , AFERRAEE
WTEDLEVSTZHT, MOTHITHAHLEEZLNT
WA EETREHFAERE Vo S b b EETH S P,

bHAHA AES DZLEIET T ICHFT S NERETH
5. ABSORZIREEXKAEL FEorL I,
AES # W2 I AFCEMS T A2 TH A, LA LI
PLFLOABPHWLDOEFE LT 2 =y 7% AES 25
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WA ZERERL V. AMIZERBIGIZIE, Nye—
ik, FEZEL, EEERITE > Ty -1
HANLAECEKI, RUOSHAXNVEFT 5. —7,
IV a—FEELE)ICZy S 23 liTAIEE L
v, B LAAES BT — Y EHEORITH D &
ZHDAN Y T = FOFERLLEXDDHN) Bk
CEELRHHEOMBI TR IND L) &, REFH L
BEEATMT L, Lo T, MBELLELZOR
AES DR ITHERDVPZBFETRETHANE ) P TH 5.

b LREHESABOR T IZHEnrTHL% S
E, BREBEICAZATH S, Keith VI2 L L, A
o2 a7 oM .70 25 .90 T ) #HFE .80 »
5 .85 THAH. AES & AWM DA a7 OFBIE M [F
DML ZRDP B VE WS, F 72 Page VIT X NIL,
PEG (Project Essay Grade) (& F=2—1 ¥ 7 7 X |
(Turing test : I ¥ 2 —F DIRENABD L D & XY
TEL2NEIPEHAWT LT AN IZBWT, AfEoD
EREZEOITONEVE LTS, 26 OFHKITES
CBBORELL, 2w 2 (IZHAE, A% HEIC
AES PRI END L) Il oTWHDZE b,

BAE, 7A)ATEEHED Y A7 4L LT E-rater
and Criterion ®, PEG ", IntelliMetric and MY Access!®,
IEA (Intelligent Essay Assessor) " 2%& 4. H |24+ — 7
vV — A& L T® BETSY (Bayesian Essay Test Scor-
ing System) ® Z M2 72 L OW KA LR Y AT L&
W) ZEDNTE L, HARF/MG X2 H) v AT 4L
L T i Jess (Japanese automated Essay Scoring Sys-
tem) 5B B, AW ERO %O 22 E-rater X In-
telliMetric 12X W EENL L HIZh>Thb, 104F
ML ERTVD720IZ, 4 TRINSLDY AT LD
R —NA G LB, BHIHRLIENTED L)
otz (BIzIEC (1), (12)%E). BRFEICL S
MOF—_AGGLE LTRARY DY, Z0Hoi
BIZOWTIE AR ICH 5.

ZIT, AT, v tA Y AT LAOBIROMAR
IZOWTHHICEIL (2.), REDRBIZEO 25
BURZEWE BN SERICOWTRALTEL(3.). 4.
WZ0E, EXX#HEiEZ P LE LTARBERESNATYS
AES I W T ORH R Z LI OV TORmHKIZO VT
L THBL.

2. KRBLEEBERALIT LA

2.1 E-rater and Criterion

E-rater |3 kD57 2 MEETH 5 ETS @ Bur-
stein 5 DOWfZE 7 IV — T I Lo TR SN/ AT AT
HY, 2004 FIZHNN—V a3y (Ver.2.0) IS N
72, E-rater TIXHEEOSFE LOS#EI1CED { EA
JFICL o TAATEFHET A2, Ver.2 TIEHwL N

FIIRHIO AT/ 7. /NG SCH BRI

#£1 E-rater Ver.2 THW2ZEBEZDEH

Lt TH

(1)#7— FEISHT 5 L7 — 084 0.05
(2)#7 — FEISH T 23R HEIC>VwWTOL T — 0.02

DEE '
(37— FEICHT 2 FIEO =7 —DE 4 0.07
()T — FHICHTAAZ A NVIZONTDILT —D

e 0.08
(5)#k5E (discourse) .= v b DI 0.21
(6)%21=v MIBUIFLTHDOT — Fi 0.12
(7)Y Y A D6 HHEIC LD TF A VHEUED R 0.04

Kb AaTH ’
(8) I (Gl 6 1) #f/-zvtfoath vy 0.07

HELRE ’
(9)HFEDOMEY K LORE A RIIEE . &7 — FIL

(token) |ZxJ 9 5 H7 5 727 — FHE#H (word type) 0.08

DEE
(10) Breland 5 " > HLEESFEEFRAIZ 2D < GR%E O K 0.03

i .
(11)FH D HiFEE S 0.03
(12) HEEDO#E 0.20

LR DED Ver .1 BALD 60 420 5 b H 12 125k
BN, WEICESTICEEE RoTz. £D 12 0% =
EFDOERIRAIERMIELIRTEBYTHAHY, &
DEMIFEBHNC L > TEDSENT WD,

Criterion | E-rater RN T > 2 &35 Web 77
Vor—2aryThhb, 400 B2 HHA ZimE»HE
ENTBY, Ihoxfli)Z eATE%., F/-ETSIE
Critique & \»9 E-rater DFEFED — &8 % F22% L 7-1E 304
#r — )V (Critique Writing Analysis Tool) % $2fit L C
V5. Critique &, %, FROMAT, #15, UF
AL, BHZEICHGTAH)TIVIALDT 4 — KNy
7 %IRRT HDOTH LA, BIETE, 2—FofExL Ny
WIBECTRTIA Y PEEZDL L) ICHREEINTV S,
VESCL ROV, ANFE (4-5 4R ), Hisprk (6-8 4F4E),
ERE (9-124E4), ALy Y (1-24E4), L#h/ KR
PtszB% (GRE #H24), JEHLFEPE S D35, (TOEFL A1)
DELNUNGH DL, 5D MYy 712D Sk 465 DR
M/ RO, REENLE LTV,

2.2 PEG

PEG (3T v v A D720 SN D v A
TALTHY, Page lZL o THRMD/N— 3 ¥ 751966 4%
TAHIZHIEE N, T D=V 3 »TIlE, proxes &I
EN B30 DEEBENHVSN, TS % trins & IF
ENAARRRE L L9 &3 A1) % R HEORH
L7, TNOHEEICRIEATEIET L7012,
E-rater [AKEICEEYFE TV HNS N TV S,

PEG |Z 1993 4E122E] & ", wBOM" Tlx, PEG
EHRRE A, NE, Wik, A AN, Ah=7Z,
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AR EOBEHMD AT T ZREE L TWAE. 1FhDY
AT LI WIER R L L LT, B0 (ko)
FRrEHATIZOWT, XOFEME 7 14— NNy 7 23R
I L T3,

L L7%&AS, PEGOEBAMAITRREAIT %
BT 572012, EOL9) ZEHElTHws N TWS )
IZDOWTIEAR SN TV v,

2.3 IntelliMetric and MY Access!

IntelliMetric I& Vantage Learning #:12 & » T, T v+
4 L IZHEMHEZIERA (open-ended) DFEIZKF 2
ROz 2B S 7z, IntelliMetric (£, B%EHEY A
FAYEFRT 5 & 2 ADHIBEIZEED W72 (brainbased & 5
V& mind-based) E 7V HD N TIEHILI LG % 17 -
TWa, HifiaERICHLDIE, NLHARE, —=2—7
Vaw b, BHEESESRTHHLELTVS. 2 bhi:
G (prompt) 27 LC, IntelliMetric & AEfED [E]1% 7%
5400 & ORI L, A3 THEE AR i
ML, AATETNVIARLEAEREET .

IntelliMetric (2 & A FHliA 2 7 OB AL, CHLICL -
TELOECDH Y, FZHOLNTVDLT—F 1 VT
b—HLTWAWY, BBULRUTOHSTHL. OH
By Ik L CORRMES — B, QNAEOIERCIEH
DER, @ EOREMCLENE, OX0EEMERLH
%, @FEFED N — VDA,

FRCEHE A 2 T BlLE A ORERE 7 T ANORINE, §
RCOFHE Y 7 AV TR TORMIIR 2 7 Bl ES
b %% DBRTH 5.

¥ 72 IntelliMetric Tl Z DKFED —FIZFKD VW72 MY
Access! &\ Web N— ZADVEEHMiY — VANt S
4. MY Access! b E-rater [AlfE, L2727 1 —
RNy 7 %BTE)ICHh>TBY, ESRREEE (K-12)
L)L % fE#E (proficient) & L, #0v& (developing),
i (advanced) & EDHLET=Z=2DDLXLBH 5. N
AT, MY Access! TI3ZFilfbtaX->THB Y, JE,
Wik, AA VR, WEFETION) 2L 25TE 5. W
DI Ty A IERRA B D e VDB Y, AR D
@ (informative), FFFEIZHED {WE (narrative), L&,
I vt A (persuasive essay) 7 &, HIFE 200 DL_LDF
EPHEIN TV,

2.4 |EA

IEA (21T 5 N K% ® Landauer X Foltz & D% 7
V=TI ko THFE S, BIE, £OMREIIMES 25T
L RNy F v — 4% TdhH % Knowledge Analysis
Technologies (KAT) fHIZBE SN TWwWS. KAT #tid
[EADIT EHRo>TWAEKAT 0V vk, &KTLA
BT A NH%E T d % Pearson Education ft D4 F @
Pearson Knowledge Technologies (PKT) #hiZHgt L,

1038

PKT #£7% [EA % i5e, L Tw2

IEA DY E ISR L ONEOFHIf ICE & ZE T
HEZAHIIHBT. MEMES L RHIIOWT X SRR
ENZHFHICL > TV AT AIESN TS, L LTw
. ZOFETENTWARKEIX, 26N ERT
F A b OETEN % BWAEE S, HFEoEL@EL T, 2
TOEW, $4bbT3F A MONEEHET AMFENL
75 (FFEAEATH)) 12X > TEBRZDLIENTELET
LHL5DTHAH. ZO7 7a—FI%, —#%IZ LSA (Latent
Semantic Analysis) &IFIEN T3S,

[EA ZBEAITIIMNAT, #@E=Z2S08M»H 21—
FIZATT 25 5.

(1) MNE:LSADPLAERSNIZZODHEHETH
BB E XA 2L O/

(2) Cfk:ER—HMEE G

(3) BI5  M, AN

I[EA DFEEAATIE, MEFIZL D237 Lobl)FE
T o TRt S, FBEANOELDFHINS.
[EA 3TC4A NEOFE #1759 2 & a B L TRkt sz
B, ATIIMELAF VAT A2 LSO FIHT AT L
NTEL.

IEA Tl&, BfE, Bl Z & DFF IR T “Tools”
EWIHIHHNH Y, a¥—(copy . Dk I EEMIETS),
A~V (spelling), J0FEVE (redundancy), 3Ci: (grammar)
WZOWTIAY FEET L) IR oTNS.

2.5 BETSY

BETSY & 2 V) —F ¥ F K% ® Rudner 5D 7 Vv — 7
WX o TSNV AT AT, Ty A GFHiisHEIC~
AT T 7TU=FPRENT WS Z LR KOS
HbH. vt OFFTIE, @, 4BERE»D 6 BERE TR
EINDLDT, INLDEM~D7 I A5ITELTER
HZENTEDL., EFFEE L T%4% & Bernoulli €7
JU & multinomial E 7 IV EMNIENE ZDODOXRAL V7 VF
TIVBHWHLNTWDS,

BETSY 13 700 7 — FULEDO T v+ A 12X L TldsE
Bra TRz, HHTE25THRLNTHED,
e THNEARTA 90 s 7)) —TFy ru—
FC&, ZNTHFEFTTLHI LA TE5. BETSY &
PowerBasic TEA2NTH Y, Windows95, 98, ME,
and NT TEIET 5.

2.6 Jess

Jess IZEEHE LD 7 IV —THRFE L7z, TOTE Tl D,
FLTRS B S CHE— D HAEE % WL 9 /N3 o
HEJRE S AT £ CTH B,

ZDYVAT LDOBRRKOERIE, ZDOBFD Y AT 4
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N7 DML (rater) & FARICLTWDDIZHL,
CDOYVATLIEME—, TODT A ¥ — (writer) DEWN
T REDOLELAFERIILTVRDLEIAIIHL. DD
WEETNVERHEI LISy T v T ALEDNR L,
DERKBIE BRSO A LDFEHI T o722 D5 E
IZBWT, o TUMNUELRERTOE- 2L L7,

Jess (TR ILHEIZOWTIE, 7 A2 ) B ORFERERE (Y
VAART =) NORNFHRIRTH 5 GMAT 12517 %
AWA OFREFEMEZ (ZIZHFE L TB Y, 1BF, RN,
NED =D DD b AT 24T .

3. =ODLEEME

3.1 AWA 7 X FDAFHE

HAE, GMAT OfECty v a v IilHbH AWA 7 A b
TIE, IntelliMetric 2% DR E %475 T b, AES A
A7 EREBEICLDRAATICEELREN VW LI,
Rudner 512X o> TRENT WA, Guo Wi, 7 A b
% T A EMOBE NI L > TAES A2 7 (6 Al &)
DIFEGANENDE L DA ME L7z, TOME, 7
AN HEEDAA T A T T A HIEFELGLOPFE - A
T AT EDBICEWD R WIED, EEORA T4 TEE
SELLTORBEAY—H— L DOMICH, BBIch,
FTAVHIHRET TN/ T 7)HRKEN/ T T
VHRKENEDRIZH D RN EATRENT.

3.2 IntelliMetric D4

[7] U IntelliMetric #ffi- 7234 CTd, 3.1 L 1FEL -
TAERDE PN T VLB S H S, Wang PUE, ALy
TAFLNVOELREN ZMET AFERET A TH D
WritePlacer Plus (2BW T, BT ¥ % AMTEf I N7z
FlZv A=y 7 ROFE % xR IntelliMetric & #H
(faculty human rater) & OFEfli X 2 7 % 107 %4 Tk
L7z, #EL OB 5585 (ANOVA) DFEE, In-
telliMetric D A I 7 DF VBB DA A T IZHREEICH
W) #ERZETWA, WritePlacer Plus O = =2 — 1
V7T FHICERSNI-mEOERETIE, AL In-
telliMetric D fHICEE R E VDLW EHRENTH
D, BTEFRAMEDENL, ERSZy 7 ROFOS
FELEROLE SRISERT 200 THA ) LHENL T
w5,

3.3 hEY 7DEWVICLZTE

James "1, FEL OEWIZ L ARREFLEL T D,
WritePlacer Plus 7 A D =D D7 o 723 E 120 L
T, IntelliMetric TIREZ LT - 72, ZOFEHE, AR T,
FBLMT, AT TEERDAIET, Foar
Ea—% Lt A\ DREBEOWTIIIBNTHHELED
mirolz. ME—oBIsNE, KEmEDO MYy 7R 527

FIIRHIO AT/ 7. /NG SCH BRI

B, PRI TICHERAENELZE LTV,

4. BERRICHT B HH

AES DZUEICOVTIR AL B, % D&)A
5. fAENLHHIE, AESIEIT v v A OERBHZH
DI FBREHE L TH Y, NESLCHBINEICN L CEEE
ThHb, LWIBDTHAE, T LI A TDOI)L
(cheating) %7 A hxf#icxf L CHERifiCH 5 & LT
w;u)(m.

WIORFFEE L, AES 12X 53 & A X % 5FM &
WEW—HRERTOIE, Tv kA Oz KT 552
%o TRERITHBD D 5 2 L OMREMEEEHL T 5.
b, ECHEILS ATy b O X T, e
bEET, EEEBHCO IO ER TV,
AEBS I EWESL O ahE & AR 5 1Y 2 5L D i
BEDONATWSLEITTHD, AESH L bz
TVBEPEHDIAR TS THL Iy AR, EmliEsgs
MWIAANUDP LWL )Ty A FELLFHMETE S
MEIPEERTH L E L TWBEY,

AES ~OHHIE, W (2> Ea—2%) FET S
CEHEMBRIFLTOAIISNRTWS, 2F ) LrEAD
YA IPRETHEDEND, T — YD EEE
EHZBTNIT) ZLIERTHL) Ty A 2FL

ELTWAY, FUBLIEEE»S (ABXD L) o
Y- MEOELEHELL I L EFZRALNLEKEOM
WHHFAEL, ERWAREB (formal display) 23/ 2
CICBEOAEIND L ICR D, Fhw R, ECiRER
WMAELFEVAN L= a2k, MEIC1 282 b
52 BFEMCR, HAINZTRE VS0 DO
BIXIFEAELREINEVWTHAH, ETFHLTNVA,
AES DIRZEH N OBEEHS 5 AES O IE B 5h= M %
N Z LB RO RE R LTS24 B, AES Nt
HHFLZOERMZHELTWE, Ay Ea—F DR
Yy s BRABOZFENERLZ>TWDLELLE, AES~NO
HHZPELTHR D Z DR, ZOmFld, EHEM
SR CAMTHINIERLETZEMER (FI9 7~
TA4RL) EXLy A DFIEZ ) BHHNEZLTHA
MEFRELEOMETHLENVZ L.
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