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—ZADIER. FIZIFBLEUYROUGER £, FFICAEMEPSRENKRHSNB IR TICEVWT, Ea—IVIvrv Y
AV N EDEENEBRIENC EBNRENTWVWS, REDHETIRE. SROUFELBNLGTHED /I, KRKEEEE
T (LLM) ZFfAT 3 EMRESNTED. TNIEFFLWIRTICH U THERAFRETH S E WS TR H 2,
UL L. NS DLLMAR—XDFHHIE (F. FHRED = 1 —FILFHEE ICHR T, KA E UL TABEE OMIEHEN, &
MR TIF. EEHEE (Col) &ETA—LANDNFT A LZRAWNWT, LLMZER U INLGHEADREZFEY 575
D7L—LT—7 TG-EVAL) ZIRET %, BRI, TFANENEMNFEERE WD 2DDERY X TRERZ1T>
feo ZD#ER. GPT-4%Z/N\y JIR—VETILET BG-EVALIZ. ENY XV TABEDRET Y VHEEN0.5141T:E
U, RERDIRTDAEZKIBICEES Z EHRS NI, oo LLMR—XDFHEE DITENICET 202170\
LLMERT F A MIXWHT /810 P ZADAREMICDOWTHETAT 2.

1. IE0&HIC

BASBERY AT LOREFMIE. KREEEBETIHIERETERETIFRANZERTEDLSICB>IRAT
H, KAELTHEHLU WEETH D, EROBEFHMEIEE. FIZIFBLEU, ROUGE. METEORZ &I, NLGFHMEiTILA
<HERAINTWED, FHFLWLWIRIICH UL TABOFHEE OBEEIMEL RBMEANSG D, T5IC. IThSDIEEIRS
BEADPBRETHD., ILWIRTIERUTENZINET ZITIETIR MDD B,

RIADHAR TIE. LLMZSRG LU TONLGIHEE & U TERFERIT S I EARESNTVDS, ZOF TO—F Tl
LLMAESSRETRBATFANMNIN U TEVWERBERZEIDYU TR EWSHRICEDE, BHEEHZRAT7IVIT
%, UNMU. LLMZNLGEHEiE & U TERY 2 X UM EERERARNICRFTEINTE 5T, IS OFHEEHIMKAR
EUTHBIEZ 1 —FILFHAE ICERTAB E ORBIMEVNZ ENARINTWD, Ufch’> T LLMZENLGEF I fE
93D LDMRUTEEEDOEVWIL—LT—IMKHENTWNS,

KARTIE. LLMZERL. EHBE (Col) &T7A—LANDNS YA LziliEabENLCHADRETHHED
HDTL—LT—7Y TG-EVAL) Z2RET %, fHEY AV DERLTAMEEZET IOV T ZLLMICRH L. &
B#E (Col) ZAMSE T, FHlAY RV ZRXATY TINA AT Y T TERITT %, COFHEBEDOHNIEE. TA—LERXT
74—y hEND, E5IC. HAShIFHE b —7 > OERZFEAL T, BRNBXA RN v I ZRBEIEZ &N
TED. BRI TERAMENEMFEREWVWS2DDNLCY RV ICEAT 53 DD X FFHENY FY¥—U TILEIREER
ZiTolco ZDHER. G-EVALRAEOFHEE SWHEEZRD I A RS, BIFONLGEHEE = Kiglc £E > fco
feo LLMR—X OFHEEE DITENCBET 2 Z 1TV LLMAERT F X MIXHF 2/ 7 ADATREMEIC D W T H 58
ER

IE5ORBZBFRFBICERL. -9V EATRHELET,
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Weighted Summed Score: 2.59

Figure 1.1 ORI, G-EVALOZKMBRTIL—LT—I%ZRULTWET, BRIAICT R VBA EFFMEEZLLMICA
AU, FHHGHEFIEZ BBNICER S EET, 20R. EREINCoTZERALT. NNGEIZ 7 A —LAHDIX
FHALTITHMLE T, REIC. HARIAT7ZOEERMEBNZRZKLAAT7EVTERUVET,

XEHBE, COMIXDELBREMIIUTOED TY :

1. LLMAR=RXDA MY Y7 E, BICHERETERDESBA—TF VIV RTIYIA T4 TRENLGY R 7IcHW
T. AEOREMEE DHEBEICEL T, SBR—ABLVPSBREOR—XA A VX MY v I %E—fFHIC_EE
hxd,

2. LLMR=ZDARNY Y E, BRY 7OV NCBETH D, EEEE (Col) 2BAT B ET, £h%EL
DOXARE ATV AR L. LLMR—IXDFHAEEZED /N7 A=YV R ZA LI EZENTEEXT,

S.LLMAR—=ZRDXA RV v}, BRIOZXIT7ZZNETND M —I VERICEDWTBEHMIITIBZIET, &0
HDVEFRER AT ZRMT D ENTEXRT,

4. LLMR=ZDA MY v 7(ciE. LLMERTF AR ZABDREWVCTF AN LD HFE & WS BENREEN B
D, LLMR—ZDX MUy IHNBEEDOHEDCHDHEMES & LU TERSTNZEHEE. LLMOBE®RLIC DN
BREBEENH D XT,

2. ik

G-EVALIZ. 32DFELRIVKR—RXY NEHODT7OYTMR—ZADFHEE TH B, 1) THlEIY R DEE & HlE%E
EEU7OY 7R, 2) LLMIC&L > TER S NP BEIEROEHEZBZ (CoT) . 3) LLMZREUHULTh—7 Y OfER
ICEDWTRA7%#5HET 227U v Tk,

NLGEHED /=bD7A>V 7~

7Oy 7R, HEY RV ETHEREELAERIT DEREBDIRRTH D, HIZIE. TFXAMNEHOTHETIE. RD K
SKER7AY TR ZERATZENTES !

2/10



g_eval.md 2024-08-25

BRI Z1—ALBBOENDIDEZIESNET., HBRIEDY RV IE. ZOENZ1IDDEEFETHT
g2 ETY, INSOBTREEIRRTH. BRELTREEW, LEa—HRREIOXEZRW
FRICL. BERIGULTSBRULTLESE L,

ZAV7NCiE. SHEEHEDHRAITVAIABEEN. BERABANLGY RV IR U TEBRDZEENEESI N D, BIZIE.
TFANEHNODIE—L VR (BEM) OFHi<TIE. RONBTZ7OYFNENT S -

Oe—LYR (1-5) - INTOXDEEHLZME, DRITIFDUCHEE EESEICET 2mE
BREE—HULTED, "ENRFLKBRESN. BEINTVWEIRNETH D, ENIFEICEEBFRO L
TR, FEYIICETBZBHRO—BEULIABNEXDNSINERELIFSNENETH S, 1 &
o

BEERSINIGEERE (CoT) & SNLGHHT

EHEBZE (Col) & TFAMERTOEARICLLMICK > TER SN ic—EDHERRTH %, FHET X7 Tl
—HOEELNEMBERZBA2FMATMERZLEE U, RYRI S EIKEDL S BIHEFIEZ FETHRET S
DERFEELIID D, HRIE LLMDBZD K S BFHEFIEZ BERNICERTES I EZFKR Ulc, CoTld, LLMAER
ENTFRANETHET 2cHDEDELDXMEA TV A ZRHL, FHETO R EBEREHHET 2DICHRKIIL
D, PIZIE. THEFANENOIE—L Y AZFHET 5156, 7OV T TFHEFIE : 1 EWSTZEML. LLMIC
RDESIBCoTZEBERTES :

1. 22— RAEFZIRRHEH TEBRINEY I EEERIRA Y N ERET %,

2. B EHAH. 12— ARBEURT S, BN 1 —REBFOFERINEY I EEERRAI Y M ZEH/N-ULT
WahH, e, TNSHPBETHENRIEF TRRENTVWSHZHEET %,

3. =LY RXZINSED AT — LTS %, 1D'RIET. SAREET %,

REIER

FEDGiItHUbZRTH ZDERTOY TR REEE LAV,

25K UTOLSBXEZSZ CIHEFIEZERS D EVWSBERIDELSICRZ S
You will be given one summary written for a news article.

Your task is to rate the summary on one metric.

Please make sure you read and understand these instructions carefully.
Please keep this document open while reviewing, and refer to it as needed.

Evaluation Criteria:

Coherence (1-5) - the collective quality of all sentences. We align this
dimension with the DUC quality question of structure and coherence whereby
"the summary should be well-structured and well-organized. The summary
should not just be a heap of related information, but should build from
sentence to a coherent body of information about a topic."
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Evaluation Steps:

CZCHHEEENMER S NSO TIhE&ED IOV TN TES,
ZN#ZEAUto-COTES > TLLD DK,

A7 Tk

ZA7V VIR, FREtSnfc7OY 78, BEBERSTCol. ASXR. & CFHERNKROTF R M ZERAL
TLLMZEROH U, §HEY X7 %5179 %, GPTScore (Fuetal., 2023) B —4"v b7+ X b DA BRESR % 54
BIZEE UTHERT 2D EIERBD., G-EVALIZT7 # —LAANNF Y1 ATERETHEIY X7 Z2ET9 5. flAE. T+
ANEHOIE—LYRZFHET 2chic. 7OV Tk, Col. Z1—RiLE. ENZERKL. ERINCEEICE
DWTERIHMAEREDP A A7 Z1Hh55FTTLLMICHEA S B3,

ULH U, BRIECODEENBZRAIT Y VY IEEIC2DDBENH D EEZHKRE UL :

1. —ERDFHESY X7 TlE. 1D DOEENRRAAT7RHEEXEL T D ENEL, FAIZIETHSEDRAT—ILT3INEL R
3, CDH. AATFDHEPMEL RN, B2 —IvIv v I AV NEDHBIEL RDABEMENH .

2. LLMiZ@E. 70V 7 THRNINEZERL TH, BRAIZUHNEALEBW, nic&h. £lch
o7 X MEOHWREWERZBZWTHER A7 HNEHHEET 5,

INSOBBEICHNT BeHic. LLMOASOEAM—Y Y OEREFAUVUTCAITZZERELL. FNESOEAMIEH
MESKEREUVTERELE T, BEANIICE. 7OV FRTERESNLAIZOEY b $S ={s_1, s_2, \Idots,
s_nI$ MNEZ5nfiBEAE. X7 $p(s_i) $ DEREFLLMICEL > THES N, BRIBIAIFZIRIROLSICHED F
N

$$ \text{score} = \sum_{i=1}{n} p(s_i) \times s_i \tag{1} $$

COFECED, ERENLTHFANDORBEZKRIEZLD LRI B, DML WVERAITZR/DIENTE
£,

REE
ChatGPTDAPITN=20%Z5 X T20EFERZEE I %,
https://github.com/nlpyang/geval/blob/main/gpt4_eval.py#L41l

AA7IVTIEDOWTIEUTOOY w ¥ THEMBRFEZE>TWSLSICRZ %,
https://github.com/nlpyang/geval/blob/main/meta_eval_summeval.py#L57

Zt. chatgptM O IERIC logprobsZiIBEL T, TDHEERDEH DT 2T 22 DE-TcAES
SFEEBDIA—RIFESNTLWRWLSICRBZ %,

3. RE&
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Zhong et al. (2022) TV, 3DDARYFY¥—%,. SummeEval. Topical-Chat. QAGSTFHfiZITW\. Ea—~T>
vy IAYNEDHEBEREL.

3.1 RO

OpenAIDGPTZ7 7 2 U—%LLME L TERL. GPT-3.5 (text-davinci-003) & & U'GPT-4%{#EHd %, GPT-3.5
Tld. ETIVOREMEZEHDcHICT I—RNEBEZOICHRE LT, GPT-4TIE. b= VEROEHEYR—KU
TWEWs, 'n=20, temperature =1, top p = 1"ZF{XEL. 20EF YTV I ULTR—U VEXREHTET D, G-
EVAL-4(&. GPT-4%/\w I R—>YETILEFSG-EVALZRUL. G-EVAL-35(EGPT-35%/\y I Rh—YEFILET
%G-EVALZRY, &Y A7 07OV 7 MlIFMERICEH L TWB,

. Coherence Consistency Fluency Relevance AVG
Metrics o - o - o - o - o r
ROUGE-1 0.167 0.126 | 0.160 0.130 | 0.115 0.094 | 0326 0.252 | 0.192 0.150
ROUGE-2 0.184 0.139 | 0.187 0.155 | 0.159 0.128 | 0.290 0.219 | 0.205 0.161
ROUGE-L 0.128 0,099 | 0.115 0.092 | 0.105 0.084 | 0.311 0.237 | 0.165 0.128

BERTScore 0.284 0211 | 0,110 0090 | 0.193 0.158 | 0.312 0243 | 0.225 0.175
MOVERSscore | 0.159 0.118 | 0.157 0.127 | 0.129 0.105 | 0.318 0244 | 0.191 0.148
BARTScore 0.448 0342 | 0382 0315 | 0356 0292 | 0.356 0273 | 0.385 0.305

UniEval 0.575 0442 | 0446 0371 | 0449 0371 | 0426 0325 | 0474 0377
GPTScore 0.434 - 0.449 - 0.403 - 0.381 - 0.417 -
G-EvaL-3.5 0.440 0335 | 0386 0318 | 0.424 0347 | 0.385 0293 | 0401 0.320
- Probs 0.359 0.313 | 0361 0344 | 0339 0323 | 0327 0.288 | 0.346 0.317
G-EvaL-4 0.582 0457 | 0.507 0425 | 0455 0378 | 0.547 0.433 | 0.514 0.418
- Probs 0.560 0472 | 0501 0459 | 0438 0408 | 0.511 0444 | 0.502  0.446
-CoT 0.564 0454 | 0493 0413 | 0403 0334 | 0.538 0427 | 0.500 0.407

=1
SUMMEVaIRY FY—V TDEIBZ ANV Y IDHTY—LANJLTDSpearman (p) & & UKendall-Tau (t) D18
B8, G-EVALIZ. BEEXEZAWRWEES (BF) F. OX KNV Y IV EDRERKREIERBINZIRETREHDFE
ho ZHIE. RATZICEL DEAADELCZHTT, 2D, Kendall-TauDtEEIE L &b £9H. EDFFMEE
NZEEEICKMLU TWBDITTEH D ER A, EFEMllldEIYav425RBUL TSV,

32RVYFV—Y

SODARITHANRY FY—V AL, G-EVALEE 2 —I VI vy IXY NEDHEBZAET %,

e SummEval (Fabbri et al., 2021)
SummeEvalld, TEIFRFMAEZHRT DHDORYFIY—UTHH,. FEHORGS, Ae—L VX,
—BH. BEEICOVWTOARBICKL 3T ZIRMHET 5, Zhid. CNN/DailyMaill7—% vy MMcEIWTL
%o

¢ Topical-Chat (Mehri and Eskenazi, 2020)
HMFHZAWCHEINEERY AT LOFHEE Z X FFHET 2chDT A KNy KTH S, Zhong et al.
(2022) IZfEW. BAS., Ob—L YR, BHNTHZ 2 &, RICED L Z & D4D>DHIET AR D%
AT %,

¢ QAGS (Wang et al., 2020)
EWIRVICBITZL0BDOFMDIEHDRYFI—ITHD, 20DERBZENT—F Yy NMIHTZ2—Ei
DRITZRET Do

33R=ZRAFTY
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G-EVALZ., REmRDMERZERL S XS TLRTHEE LRI %,

e BERTScore (Zhang et al., 2019)
BERTOXR{LENTIBHAHZEIC, 2DDTF A NEOHELMZAET %,

e MoverScore (Zhao et al., 2019)
BERTScorelcY 7 h 7 A4 XY N EFUWERHAEZEML., & DBELRELUEREZS 2.

e BARTScore (Yuan et al., 2021)
ERiPEInfcIy -4 - 7O ETILTHSZBARTOFIN LR AL E THM T 2 Hi— 3 L/ FHiE,

e FactCC & & ' QAGS (Kryscinski et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2020)
EBEINEENOEEN—EMZAET 20D f#E, FactCClE. TTOXEBICNTZ2ENDO—EZFTHT
5BERTR—R D483, QAGSIE. EMNHMSEBEMZAR L. TOXEICEENRONEINE SHEHERT S
BRNER—DFHE,

e USR (Mehri and Eskenazi, 2020)
WEELEERD S FIXAAEZ T 2 5=

¢ UniEval (Zhong et al., 2022)
TEANERDSEIXLRAEZQAY X7 & LT ¢ & 32— o fHEE.

e GPTScore (Fu et al., 2023)
GPT-3D & SHBERERFEZETINEFRAUVUTCTEFANEZTMIZIFHLVWIL—LT—Y, G-EVALE [ZER
D. GPTScoreldfHii ¥ RV Z&HEREREE UTERILT %,

3.4 EHDHER

Zhong et al. (2022) (€LY, summary-level Spearmand & U'Kendall-TauDHEBE % ER U TERZEHN X MY
v EFEU . R1E. SBRTFANEDEKRNGIELUMEZLERTZA NI Y VDOBERZRLTED, Ths5DX N
Vv I REEAEDAIETEWEREZRUc, 2EBEOER . ENOREICNT S ABOFHENSFEIT S =1—
FINRYND—0%FERTEANI Y IDERZRL. SNSDARNYYIIE, EHUER—IDARNI YT EDEE
EZMCEVWVEREZRLTWS, REDEDIE. GPTR—XOFEHE ICHIHLTH D G-EVALIE. SummEvalX> F
N — U TRERDOFHEE Z= Kiglc LBl > TWb, GPT-4%f#H U G-EVALIE. Spearmand & UKendall-TauD8E8
TRFDFHEE %= KIEIC LA D, GPT-4QKBERET LY XNEHNFHMEICEF THZZEERLTWS,

3.5 WEEERDER

Topical-ChatX> FY—U AL T, MELEDOREICKNT 2 ABOF & FHEED—RZANET 5. EXNFEDY
—> Z&lcPearson® & U'SpearmanDiEEE S E UTc, R2iE. FBLMENR—ADXA KU v I H, WEOBHLRILIC
EOCAETABE &K K—HT D, tORETEZES TRAEVNWTEZRLTWS, FERN—XOFHEZFICEAL T
&, G-EVALHUniEvalE AZEDHERZEMR L TW3, FIC. G-EVAL-3.5(FG-EVAL-4 L RAFEDHERZZERLTH
D, TORYFI—UHG-EVALETILICE > THBRNBAS THD I EZRLTWS,

3.6 IR DFER

FENBNLCETILIE. LERLEARNSNEXMMCEBRLBWTF AN ZERT S EHHS (Caoetal,

2018) o RIADMETIF. BABLIMTE COLIBHBEICMESNE I ENASHICE>TWVWS, Thd'. BEHNFT X

BT —BEHOAEZEET 5 DFHEE DR OB LG > TWSD, FA L. CNN/DailyMail& XSum& Ly

S2ODERBBIENT—F Y FEETQACSAFFHENY FY—0 %27 Xk Ufco &3I1&. BARTScoreh & D it
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a7ty b (QAGS-CNN) TEWEEZRL. KDHEKRWLET Ty b (QAGS-Xsum) TIHEWEEZRY
ZEZRLTWS, UniEvalld, ADT—%ty h CRFGIEREZRLTWS, G-EVAL-4iF. QAGSE&ETRILH
OFEEZ EBID. QAGS-XsumMTKREREZRLTWD, —H. G-EVAL-35EZ DRV FY—U TS F < HE
9. —EHOAIEI’LLMOEEAICBETH D EERLTWD,

4. 3

LLMR—Z D EH%ZG-EVALAIFE O H ? LLMZ FHiiE & U THERT 2BOBED1DIE. LLMBENMER LIS

ZANENEVCEREDTFANDHFOHEEIHZEVNDIIETHD, COMELZRET DHIC. BAIFE
Y ZAUICET ZREZITV. LLMERENE ABDEWENOFHMHER A7 % & Uz, Zhang et al. (2023) I
LoTWEENIET—F Yy hEFERL, 7V—5 Y ADFA I —ICZ1—ALEOEREDENZEHNE. RICT
/T—=FICABDEVWEENELLMERER (GPT-3.5. text-davinci-003) ZLk&IEf, OTF—5 v Mid.

RD3D2DATIVICHFETES

1. ABDEWLERNDGPT-3.50EN L D bEWTHEZR T IBE
2. NBDZEWLENNGPT-350EN & D HEVWHEZRZ (T HE
3. AHDEWLENEGPT-350ENNRAFDRS LFHliS hicmE

HLI1Z. G-EVAL-4%#FERLTREATIVDOENETHEL. FHRAAT7ELR U, BRIEF2ICRINTED., G-
EVAL-4iF. AEDFHEENABDEWCENZFOHESIC. ABOEVWCENICEWAI7ZED YT, AEDFF
ENGPT-3.5DBHEFLIBAIC. GPT-35DEBMNICEVWRIAT7ZEDYE TS, LML, G-EVAL-4iE. ARBDFF
MEDNABDEVWCENZFTCHEE TH, GPT-35DENICH U TEICEVWAI7ZE5ATWS, ZORRDBEN
BREHELT, RO2DO1MEZESNS .

1. BRERYRATLANSDONLGHEAIF. BARICTHENEEL L. TORIXDEEIE. AFHNEVWCENELLMAER
BEWNETIMTZEROT7 /T —IYBEOEEBENIEEICEVNC EEFHRB U, Krippendorff®7JL 7 71£0.07T&H >
feo

2. G-EVAL[Z. FHEIE ERROMA TETILAREUHMEEEOM I ZHE L TWSARENH D, LLMERE
KT B/ 7 RZHKDRIREEENH B,

BARDIARIZCOMEICET B FHENBMAEE U TEREINEINETHD . LLMR—XDOFHIE D178 = EL (CIREE
U. ZOEBEDNA 7 A ZERT BIcHICF. SSRBRBMAANMBETH D, HALIE. LLMAR—XDOFHfEHFHE R 3
PeHEMESE U TERALTEEZWET 55IC. LLMABESOFHEREZEICH U TRRES L. AEDNLGY R~
DFHEELEIC U TEE U B BEHRENH 2 & 28BS,

5. BAEAR
NgramR—ZXDXA KUY v o

NgramRX—ZDA KU v Iid, ERSNcTFANESBTFANEDOBENREEZHNEIT S ETNLGETILE
i 5 X 07 TdhH 3. BLEU (Papinenietal., 2002) (&, #EWHERFMED /D ICRBLERAINTVWSIEET
B, BESNfen-gramBEDEMFIYETL T4 T4 RFILT 1« %#5tEF 5, ROUGE (Lin, 2004) (. BT
DO DBRERADIEETHD. ERSNLENESRENEY NEDON-gramDEERZHET 5. RIEDHAT
&, NLGD60%LL L DX A ROUGEZ /ZIEBLEUD A ICKFLU TV AT LAZFML TWB Z &R TWS
(Kasai et al., 2021) - LML, ChoDBEREAVTVYDEZANETZIENTET, NLGY R T LADEREEE
IEREICRBRL TLRW,

BHRABNR—=ZADARNIY Y

7/10



g_eval.md 2024-08-25

BOHAHN—ZADANI Y TE, EESINETFANESRTF A NEOEKRNGELEZ. BEEDLXDIEDIAHIC
EOWTHAIETZRA7TH5. WMD (Kusner et al., 2015) (. HEEDIEHAMICEITVWT2DDTF A MNEDEE
BEBETZANY YU THB, BERTScore (Zhang et al., 2019) (&, BERTOXR{L TN iciBHAHEEIC2DD
FX X MNEOEMIEERET B, MoverScore (Zhao et al., 2019) &, BERTScorelicY 7R 74X MEFH LW
ESHAEZEML, KDBELGEUMEREEZS S,

9 27 L OFEE

TRV EOFFME X, BHEDIRIVBHICEDVWTERSINETFANOREZAETZRXAT7 TH D, HIZIE.
B RV TIIERSNIEENO—BEMZTHEL (Kryscinski et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2020; Cao et al., 2020;
Durmus et al., 2020) . MNERBFERY RV TCRERSNEREZEO I —L Y X %Z5fig % (Dziri et al., 2019; Ye
etal, 2021) o LA U. chS5DIBEFIMDONLGY RV IC—RILT D ENTET, ERINZTF I NDL2ENR
REEHETZIENTERL,

Hi— SN T

B, ANWBLVCHEIABTEZZEZZIET, BERORTHIMSTFANDREZTHET 2 MEI’ ARSI TVWS
(Yuan et al., 2021) , UniEval (Zhong et al., 2022) (F. QAY A7 &L TTF R MERD S F & 4 4IHE % 57l
TEBM—EINFTMEETHD. BEROERZEEI S ETERDIFHEY A7 ICHIHTE %,

LLMA~—2Z O 5l &

Fuetal. (2023) (&. GPTScore&EWSHLWIZL—LT—I%ZREL. GPT-3D L SBRERFMFEET I & EH
UTTFAMZTHET D EZREBELTWS, Thid. ERBRFFETIDEREXRICKE > TERShicEmE
BIFANMNCEWVERZEIDLTEZEVWSHHRICEDWLWTWS, Wangetal. (2023) (&, ChatGPT%NLG:f#E &
UTERT %2 EICET 2 FRNBHAEZT> TW3, Kocmi&Federmann (2023) (&, ¥ EIER ¥ X ¥ OFHEIC
GPTET I ZERIT 2 EEZRELTWS,

6. #Eam

AR TIE, EEEZE (Col) ZRAVWTERSINIETFANOREEFHAT 2D 7L —LT—% TG-EVAL, %
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