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BE
TARGEFICE DTS BARS FELERE T ~DHIFF T

K& L, TEEHA~BITEHBENEML TS, 2
DEAMDNFEANHERET D T2 DIIE, REZEE L7

TAREMAFEOSHET VI L LBMPRLETH Y,

ZOWEE) TSRO S H. Lo, BEENFRI
WDMT ARG B~ S D NS HE S B Y T AR
NEL, FEET NVOLEARKRE ) OFHMIIZILE X
DENILTVZR, F 2 TARIFE T, HARDEIC
B HEEET NVOMREIFMO O, FHEOERIZ—
FELLM TERT 25 Z & CTaMiiz 4T 5> B8Rkl Tk
ERET D, WBEENZEERNREVGAICE,
BEME FIEIC R L CARFIEDENCEH X, L AT
PSRV R E D 2 ER LT

1IXCHIC

WA, EARDBEFICE O THERRICE DV EFE I T
W2 EE L0 SRRIE RN T Y H b STV 5.
TSR, BARESE OEES R - A b~
7 BAR S EEBRYE FMFZE G H N L T\ b
[1,2,3,45]. —J5 T, WZEARDE~KAA G
XL MDITERNY TR EL, SHEET LD
CEAEMRBESOFHMEIZIZTE S NENNL TRV, F
7=, BAMFEZ G CFEOIEMM 234 2 FiED
et T — Xy hOEHITHEE LTHIEfRI
TWB[2]. i FEDO—>2 L LT, AFiMiii k<
bz, B - &80 2 F2AEN. 0
7o, MR - BAFEOIE A~ T B BhiEHlFE O
TESI I L 72 .

AW ClE, LADIICBITASEHEET L O
Pl D76, SRETTANMUNCCEAFMEL, +
ATLZOINREEE L CTLEEAERTE D052
R TFIEORMNLZ BEE . QA X AZ 2BV, BE
TERME L EREFEE ANFiMAi & ik L, CoF
153 ARG B B T B 22 5 23 AT RE D & fat L
7.
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2 REWER
2.1 FAA i

H X = 254 il (Natural Language Generation; NLG)
5 27 ORI FLE L LT, BLEU [6]%° ROUGE [7],
BERTScore [8]72 L3> B 13, FEFREDHIEMN T 72
VY, FHFEOFHMIA RN e EOMER & 5.

TARGBIZIT D BERHMEE & L CiE, HilscE
DLy FAFERE 2 514l L 72 B[1,3] 9% — T — ROEAR Y
B4 %% Keyword Intersection, SCEEA RO &
Z 5 Perplexity Zi#H L7=b D23 ® 5[2]. Ll
PRI SEET VOSCEAKEER D O L
L CId & 720, F£72, Keyword Intersection,
Perplexity X O RFIEN & 5. H RKFED LA, Keyword
Intersection |2 X 53l 24T 5 G & 1TTERE R AT O 0
Ed 5. 2 OBRHMHGEILRERER SN TE LT,
WENZFE CE W ATREMER H 5. Z OFFEEEH O
FREIZ DWW T A B[] fEfE L Tu 5. Perplexity
%, XEARICBIT DG S 2 LEETHY, B
FEDFREMEREN ORI T D728, B G2l O
Y HAR RN 2 T 51 m .

TR DEE KA A 2BV TIE, BERT &7
TALVFa2a—= T LT ETRHRERNAL
[9,10, 11N\ L7235 5. F-THFETiE, RA
A UFHEO KRB 2 — /XA T LLM 2 E s8¢ 5 2
ET, FAAVHES L7RI[12,13] b FHET S, i
OOFITIESME, ARSI (NER) , QA ¥ X
7 72 EOFEE (Accuracy / Precision / Recall / F1 score)
RHEEM A7 MVERE, NFiHliZe & CRE R A
A DOMREEFMEL TWD R, X F~v—rFT—H
Ty MZEDFHMETHY, 7T — X EEPLETH D,

2.2 LLM ZRA L= B EhETl

IAE T HBRMETE E L ORI SEET L
(LLM) & HW=HIEBFET 5. Wang B3 A
IN=RFGA—HOEHTF 2—= T BT, /NT

This work is licensed by the author(s) under CC BY 4.0
(https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).



A—HYP A XIBREOET NV EFEIEL LT
GPT-3.5 X° GPT-4 |[ZiT\V B DRHMAE /1 & Fi7- 8 5
L AEAREICLZ[14]. £, HEL[5] HAGED
HAZIZBWT, LORAZLEIZLD LLM Fa—="
JFEICKY, BEEO BERHMETE & R%ELL B
JEZRLTWS., L L IR HIEEE T — 2 B
FEOARX NRREAET D, BURT — X EmNEAT
W2 W RS EICRB WD TR AR A [ B Rk
DEE L.

SRR e H BRI YA & L C, GPTScore 2362 %
STV 5[16]. GPTScore i%, GPT-3572 LD LLM
B, ANZHE- TEME DT F A M ERT 2R
DEWEWVIFIHEO S &, R EAERERTAa
T EHETLHETH S, 72 Liu H[17]1%, GPT-3.5
R GPT-4 DA a7 OMREZFEHL, T oo

ARt RS RE L TR HEERE L. 22
LFEIZE#H S[1711F LLM 1% LLM 23R L7214 &
DhFtefEm N 57 PMEEZHER L T\, 201
7 WebUl 250 VB3 H 5753, Web ETa—H—
MATT LTERNT L, 5D LLM DRI Z FRow
S, LV FELWEEEZ2—F—nN#RT52 &
TRl 2179 77 v b7+ — L H & 5H[18].

Z Z T Zheng 5[18]i%, LLM IZIZAERI 7R IR AN
»HBHE LT, (1)Position bias ; IR N HDH D%
Iftese EREIEDNEFFIC L 2T 554 7 X, (2)
Verbosity bias ; Bifig T72 <, SEMEL, EMETR
WELTH, RVESTERBIEZGIAT A,
(3) Self-enhancement bias; H 73 TIEAL L 72 [ % 3¢
THNRALT A, LTS, [ Saito 5[19]
%, Verbosity bias (2 >V T L, ATl =]
B <FHE L TW DA, LLM O N Fil & o—
BRI R A M Z fER L TV 5.

PLED LT, "M T RCHEEE LSO, LLM %
WG 21T 2 BENH D, EH D DHER LR
O CIE ARG EREFIELAZEA L2, %
DIEHBEIRFE NS,

2.3 AHROEM

LLM I KRB o — "2 THEE L TEY, Ay
B —#EE L Cnb. £/, LLM % N-gram ~<—
ADFEDELHIICF—T— ROALTIERL, Ena=
VTRANEEE X CRMERIRE L B 2T

AWFGECTlE, 7 — Z Bl 3 A TV 72 VR T T,
TARSTEFIZ BT K 0 i B 72 B B RN VA O &
HigEL, LLM Z AW =3l FEE2IRET 5.
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3 RERFE

3.1 F—A2+tvyk

P T — 2t > MERIZH -0, [E LHEIFECR
BEWFIERT OB EH201 %2 V7. SERHIE 3T
DHOEBKIZB T HEH I, BREEICBIT 5
EARFMRER Y A7 FHIIZ DV TR S Lo &k
Thad. ZOERNPHLANFITEY, ARSIERIS
B C—#xH) 22 2 A7 T 5 Closed-book QA % & 7
DF—ZEy b (&501F) ZERLTZ. &L LT
BlzftR LITRT. 2d, fERICBWTIERD L
ENOKREH L L& FEMOEIEE L, LLM B{E
DEFR A RA (58 L TR T A — X [ THEBRI I LR FF)
LTCWIERIZTE AR Lo T D, FiohiE
L LT, =—H%—»% Question 2 A7 L7=BRIZER LU
[ L LT Answer 248 E LT 5.

3.2 EERFE

SCEEAE R T /L2 1E Llama 2 -Chat (7B) [21],
GPT-3.5-turbo [22], GPT-4[23], PaLM 2 (Bison) [24]
EHRALE. EAMDTARELEL, UTE 72
YT hELTEHEZE B, {gHEQAT—FE Y b
DEMAEERT.

#H# 5

ERZF BN EE LT LLFOERNE H AT
“EIEL TS AEE L,

Hith IR

- BHECXE 5 3 LI KT IR L

*T,

- HARGELIS D S7EDH 71321k L F 7,
A1 {q}

Hit Al

FRFu P N TAERLET IR MRV, R
TR D N TR & 45 Ff B BT 52 ik L7z
i B oD Feile 12 1 Spearman DJIEAZAR MRS Z VY,
E O BEEHTIES N TR D 2 5 L7z,
B, BEOERITETOET VT EDOHTST-.

3.3 FHEi5 &

3.3.1 NFFHf
ANTFRHMEE A B0 5 — U — Rl 2 &b
HIETEE L. ¥— U — REHMBIZIXR O FIETIT .
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R 1 AFiHmE®

SCORE

AL

¥—U—R&EFET (keywordscore <0.3) , [EZEDKNY (>=50%) (FFA0, FiXMmrvle (BRRGEH¥E
BB X3 WREEOH D) RO BB D, b LIIARERTE (BRSCPHBEOR VIR L2 E) &
XF—U— R&&E$d (keywordscore<0.3) , FEIZEDO—HE (<50%) 1F7&Y

1

F—U—RFZE&FE (keyword score <0.3) 73,

2
3
4 ¥—U— RFZ—& (keyword score < 0.5) & 7,
5

B TIE AL
FRY I AV EE

F—U— ROR¥ (keyword score >=0.5) & &, 1EfifL R UEKOEE

HE)Cx— U — Nl 2 £ 255 13 FMAHFED
M E R 5720, T EEHENANFTEMROA
BErbx—U— Raefhihld 22 & T2 ORI
L7z, Wiz, i L7 —U— R4 L7z RIZIC
COREGENLINERBL, TOHIEG % keyword
score & L7z, 7pd, BB IOVERLEEIZEICE E
NH¥F—UV—RNFaz=—rRt0xH\-. ¥—U
— N, tARLFRRFFRAELLIZLVET L
DMERL LT CHE A 5 B TRkl L7z, SRMARAEITSR
LT . 4 4 OEEE M OFHMAE RICHBEN & 5
LEMERL, ZNODOYHEIEMAaT & LT,
3.3.2 EENEHE

BEEFE

BEAE A BT 95 & LC, BLEU-4, ROUGE-1/
ROUGE-2 / ROUGE-L, BERTScore ™ F1{fi#HH L
72. 22T, Zheng 5[18]i% LLM % F 7254l T4
ELTKRD 3 DEZEIFT TS, (1) Pairwise
comparison; LLM (2 1 S DERI & 2 D% Z R
L, EHLR™EBNRTWANEHET S SE (2) Single
answer grading; LLM (2 1 SOEZE 2L, EHHEA 2
T &E 24T 5 )5 (3) Reference-guided grading;
LLM |Z reference Z#2HE L, LTS [EIZ 24 E
FFA 2TV T 5. R TIL QA 7 —
Xt b EAERL L reference 2 ATBEZR 72, (3)
Reference-guided grading ™ 514 & LT G-Eval [17]%
FEH L7-. G-Eval IZ»oW\W T, JFE#H 171 TIZER
% A 77 Coherence, Consistency, Fluency, Relevance
EERALTWS. ABIETIE TEREET LI
LEAHEML, LARDHOXIREZE L CXEEAE
TEx B0 2RLED, ERINEZTHFAMORN
K &R 5 Relevance D& L=, 728, 7
7227 M Liu HA710H O EFIER L CEH L=,

BREFHE

AFE T Liu 50 G-Eval [17]% ~— A2 11Tk
THREZPEEZTCTr S NERELE. 5L L
T, AL 7 NI 1 ICRT.
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F72,22 Bi TR T 2A~ORE bR 5.
%97, Self-enhancement bias ~D%fit~ & LT, 4B
AR A LT 0 Google #E0> Gemini-Pro[25]
Z M7 VICfE T 5 Z & T Self-enhancement
bias DA BN TX D LB T2, S HITRETIE
& LT, Verbosity bias #82 HiY & L, Ak L723C
BEREH) Lz ECRMI AT O HiEE s L

(Proposed-gpt4 / gemi) . 7¢%5 Position bias (22T,
AR TIXE T /VR L O FEARI L EE L 2 oo,
Position bias DFEIIZ T RN EBE X TV 5.

AEEEA L2 LLM 2 W =il Fik— B2 % 2
RS, e, B GHMEE T L OEWIZ K
D5 —RAL7%. BHEFIEE Ol L ONA
T ASOREOERNE, fEFRE & BICTREITRT.

R 2 LLM Z AW

FiE Far7b BRHETL FEETL

G-Eval [17]% Fak — GPT-4
G-Eval-gpt4 1% 1 — GPT-4
G-Eval-gemi X 1 - Gemini-Pro
Proposed-gpt4 1% 1 Gemini-Pro GPT-4
Proposed-gemi  ff[X] 1  Gemini-Pro  Gemini-Pro

4 HBEREBE

# 3ICHERE T, EBIBEETIE, FEIXA
Biclo 7w o7 NMEZREI LICRBEFIETHD. £
HOREFTMIIEETT LD AT 2 L DTG L
TRER SEBNIRET A OREROEN Y Th S.

FERD D, RERFHHIZEEEFIED 5 BERTScore
b NFREHISEVE R 2R L. 7272 Ligak
AARIOFERI DL, &FT TR DA
LEZDON, BTN EBEWE AL D) 22 34
FREEIZ 2R D 7 B L. KXo T, DIBRIEAE
TN DFEAERIC OV TELET 5.

G-Eval 5 X O G-Eval-gpt4 (%, Llama2 %\ C
BERTScore ##8 % 5 A 27 % %4H L7=. Llama2 CHH
BN 2o 72 KN & LT, G-Eval 3B
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# 3 EBFER AFHMEEEFEOMHEE (KF:HEHXa7, TR: KERAa7T)

FiE Llama2 GPT-3.5 GPT-4 PaLM2 RFH s
BLEU 0.41 0.02 -0.35 0.02 0.15 0.02
ROUGE-1 0.34 0.41 -0.09 0.32 0.20 0.25
ROUGE-2 0.38 0.31 0.04 0.15 0.20 0.22
ROUGE-L 0.23 0.52 0.00 0.35 0.13 0.28
BERTScore 0.38 0.34 0.00 0.16 0.38 0.22
G-Eval 0.15 0.35 0.32 0.47 -0.04 0.32
G-Eval-gpt4 0.24 0.36 0.25 0.49 0.05 0.34
G-Eval-gemi 0.19 0.31 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.19
Proposed-gpt4 0.02 0.48 0.41 0.39 0.02 0.32
Proposed-gemi 0.23 0.29 0.34 0.09 0.04 0.24
FRWVEE R F RO A TRHME LT Y Llama2 L4821k < 7p o7z L HEEZL L 7=, Proposed-gemi IZ& H 15 &,

AR & 72 o 7= Z &, G-Eval-gptd X0 F 72 R
THEHiE TR H D EnRFET oD, F
7=, G-Eval-gemi /% G-Eval 3 X O} G-Eval-gpt4 & i
LCRIZLLTFOAIT Thotz. ZNDHITFHEET
IVOVEREDEWIZ L B LD &% 2 7=, Gemini-Pro @
PEREIXZ L DT F A F R F~—7 TGPT-A (21T
S TWA[25]. & - T G-Eval-gemi 2MEWA =27 L7
S 7 JRIENE, Gemini-Pro £V & GPT-4 ® J7 )3 FAfifg
J1535 <, Self-enhancement bias DB L 0 ¢, Z D%
DOEENRENTZO MR L. Zofmx
Proposed-gpt4/gemi CTH R TX 5.

Proposed-gpt4 @ GPT-4 OFEANIE, 4 EEEA L= F

EOH T b NFaHl & OFHBEREWRER & o7z,

I, FAKETANER LR OERRE
FQREEDO VR S 2R3, 2BiEEomtx, H
JTELTHAREEZHEELTWAZ L, BLOEED
HAZEIC Llama2 b D TH Y, OB Y
OBV LNPKETHDLZ NG, HAFEDOHZXF
Gl TnW5h. £V, Llama2, GPT-3.5, PaLM2
IXRRREOEEKTHLDIZH L, GPT-4 1XHIEE
N, M%Twwzhﬁf@ EEA RO, O
BN, FEEIN D 2 AITIE N-gram X — A D
FER k @Eﬁﬁ_i/ﬁf%é%ﬂ“@&ﬁﬂﬁﬁmb =7
AE D GPT-4 DFERD L H vun%i&ﬁ)gl/\iﬁ/\ i
BEEFETITFMI N RETH D B X2, M T,
Proposed-gpt4 78 GPT-4 DA% L 7= 812 O FEfIZ B0
THEMATICEWEH & e o7z 2 LD, GEREK
N2 L A ENE WG AR &2 B % I3
HIHENAN X, Verbosny bias Z & T & 5 A]

AEMEAE R LTz, *ji’(“ Llama2 OFHlic v Tidk
TR LD, R Fﬁiﬁ@ﬂbﬁ&%%#

%ﬁ%ﬁ#%#ﬂt_kaiﬁﬁk®m%ﬁ
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FHENZ LD GPT-A4DF A= 7iZm ELTWhWa H o
D, ZFOMETIVOFHMIL G-Eval-gemi & [RIFEE &

Roto. ZORERNG, LLM & AW iH & N FRE
fili & OFRBNIFEGE T VIIRIFT 2 £ B 2 T

F 4 BETNAPERLZBIZD

EEEEREZEHR S

TN R EIZEHR S

Llama2 574 630

GPT-3.5 650 205

GPT-4 1249 605

PaLM2 591 253
SEDHLYIC

AFETIE, TARDED QA Z X7 I2B\WT, BEfE
@ﬂﬁ$%kﬁﬁwf%*¢éﬂﬁ$&’owfk

Fil & e U, EOFIEN LARGEICHB W CHEY)
IR P REN E T L2, 1% %% B Y2 i
BEETFIE L R EO R a7 2548 L, FRCEEE
N L EEENREVEAICBO T, EkahnzmE
BEaER L THHEMEd % Z & T Verbosity bias
Rk T & 2 ArREME 2 RIR L7z,

ARFHIBE L TREBETRE AL LT AT 5.
FTTFT—HRRIZHONWT, GEAWVWEZT—%E v b
1L 50 & /NREETH V, Z DA T ARFERICEN
TeATREMED D D . EARFER MR L LTTF —##fiin
AT, ERSR TR M R EFET
boHLEZD. Fiz, SRT v MITEITERK
L7c. —HFCHETIHACEmIc T n 7 a4k
5 HEL H V[26], IS LV ESENE LTS
AREMEN S 5. LLM I L B RFHliIE 7 v v 7 M ICHUR
THO[L7], ZORFMHMETHD ER#L T D.
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