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APPENDIX
We describe the detail results in Table 8 to 29.
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Table 8: Detail results of Multiple-Choice questions in Phase-1
End-to-End Run

TeamID Languag Priority # of # of | # of # of N/A Correct Total Average
e ques  correct incorrect rate score score
KSU JA 1 72 22 49 1 0.306 60 0.300
KSU JA 2 72 16 55 1 0.222 45 0.225
KSU JA 3 72 24 47 1 0.333 515) 0.330
KUAS EN 1 72 21 51 0 0.292 55 0.275
SLQAL JA 1 72 23 49 0 0.319 65 0.325

Table 9: Detail results of Multiple-Choice questions in Phase-2
End-to-End Run

TeamlD Languag e # of # of | # of # of N/A Correct Total Average
e ques  correct incorrect rate score score
IMTKU EN 1 36 12 24 0 0.333 34 0.340
IMTKU EN 2 36 14 22 0 0.389 40 0.400
IMTKU EN 3 36 7 29 0 0.194 18 0.180
KSU JA 1 36 16 20 0 0.444 45 0.450
KSU JA 2 36 16 20 0 0.444 44 0.440
KUAS EN 1 36 13 19 4 0.361 37 0.370
KUAS EN 2 36 16 16 4 0.444 44 0.440
SLQAL JA 1 36 8 28 0 0.222 23 0.230

Table 10: Detail results of Multiple-Choice questions in Research run

End-to-End Run
Languag # of # of # of 4 of Correct Total Average

TeamD Priority . of N/A
e ques correct incorrect rate score score
KSU JA 1 108 32 76 0 0.296 87 0.290
KSU JA 2 108 27 &1 0 0.250 70 0.233

SLQAL JA 1 108 33 75 0 0.306 89 0.297

121



Proceedings of the 13th NTCIR Conference on Evaluation of Information Access Technologies, December 5-8, 2017 Tokyo Japan

Table 11: Detail results of Term questions in Phase-1

End-to-End Run
# of # of # of

Langua .
TeamID suas Priority :
e ques  correct incorrect

Forst JA 1 68 27 41
Forst JA 2 68 1 1
KSU JA 1 68 20 48
KSU JA 2 68 18 50
Table 12: Detail results of Term questions in Phase-2
End-to-End Run
TeamID Languag Priority O # of . # of
e ques correct incorrect
Forst JA 1 77 21 45
KSU JA 1 77 20 48
KSU JA 2 77 17 50
KSU JA 3 77 20 48
SML JA 1 77 3 58
Hagil EN 1 77 1 67
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Table 13: Detalil results of Essay questions in Phase-1
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Table 14: Detail results of Essay questions in Phase-2
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Table 15: Detail results of Essay questions in Research run
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Table 16: Results of Extraction task at Phase 1 (N

= 5)
TeamlID | Priority | Lang | Passage | Nugget | Ave. of
Precision | Recall | tokens

Forst 1 JA 0.667 0.162 1968.8
KSU 1 JA 0.517 0.319 1670.0
KSU 2 JA 0.398 0.151 2502.5

Table 17: Results of Extraction task at Phase 1 (N

= 10)
TeamlID | Priority | Lang | Passage | Nugget | Ave. of
Precision | Recall tokens
Forst 1 JA 0.667 0.162 2337.8
KSU 1 JA 0.517 0.319 1670.0
KSU 2 JA 0.398 0.151 | 2510.25

Table 18: Results of Extraction task at Phase 2 (N

= 5)
TeamID | Priority | Lang | Passage | Nugget | Ave. of
Precision | Recall tokens
DGLab 1 JA 0.510 0.057 1875.6
DGLab 2 JA 0.479 0.044 1875.6
DGLab 3 JA 0.375 0.206 2534.6
Forst 1 JA 0.058 0.113 2656.0
Forst 2 JA 0.192 0.017 1905.4
IMTKU 1 JA 0.113 0.020 454.4
IMTKU 2 JA 0.000 0.000 336.25
KSU 1 JA 0.064 0.164 2652.6
KSU 2 JA 0.163 0.243 2680.8
KSU 3 JA 0.109 0.081 2683.8
CMUQA 1 EN 0.113 0.035 243.2
CMUQA 2 EN 0.088 0.026 274.2
DGLab 1 EN 0.087 0.035 1029.2
DGLab 2 EN 0.117 0.035 1029.2
IMTKU 1 EN 0.260 0.061 249.2
IMTKU 2 EN 0.234 0.058 249.2
MTMT 1 EN 0.016 0.041 1336.4
MTMT 2 EN 0.017 0.030 1325.6

125

Table 19: Results of Extraction task at Phase 2 (N

= 10)
TeamID | Priority | Lang | Passage | Nugget | Ave. of
Precision | Recall | tokens
DGLab 1 JA 0.771 0.130 | 4493.6
DGLab 2 JA 0.740 0.117 | 4493.6
DGLab 3 JA 0.600 0.281 4283.0
Forst 1 JA 0.086 0.155 5269.2
Forst 2 JA 0.364 0.033 5054.4
IMTKU 1 JA 0.113 0.020 454.4
IMTKU 2 JA 0.000 0.000 336.25
KSU 1 JA 0.086 0.203 5251.2
KSU 2 JA 0.184 0.270 | 49794
KSU 3 JA 0.195 0.126 5441.6
CMUQA 1 EN 0.113 0.035 243.2
CMUQA 2 EN 0.088 0.026 274.2
DGLab 1 EN 0.132 0.038 2366.4
DGLab 2 EN 0.162 0.038 2366.4
IMTKU 1 EN 0.260 0.061 249.2
IMTKU 2 EN 0.234 0.058 249.2
MTMT 1 EN 0.032 0.081 2546.4
MTMT 2 EN 0.050 0.077 | 2599.8

Table 20: Submissions of Japanese 2000’s question
in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-1

System Essay Forstl  Forst2
Forst_e2e_01 3.60E1 5.00E0
Forst_e2e_03 2.90E1 3.00E0
Forst_summarization_ ExP+GSN_01 | 2.00E0 0.00E0
Forst_summarization_ExP_01 2.00E0 0.00EO0
Forst_summarization_GSN_01 4.00E0 7.00E0
KSU_e2e_01 2.90E1 0.00E0
KSU_e2e_02 2.90E1 0.00E0
KSU_summarization_ ExP+GSN_01 | 2.60E1 0.00E0
KSU_summarization_ExP_01 2.60E1 0.00E0
KSU_summarization . GSN_01 2.00E1 1.60E1

Table 21: Submissions of Japanese 2004’s question
in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-1

| System Essay | Forstl  Forst2 |
Forst_e2e_01 3.60E1 8.00E0
Forst_e2e_03 4.70E1 1.50E1
Forst_summarization_ExP+GSN_01 | 1.30E1 1.00E0
Forst_summarization_ExP_01 1.30E1 1.00E0
Forst_summarization_GSN_01 1.60E1 4.00E0
KSU_e2e_01 3.50E1 3.00E0
KSU_e2e_02 4.60E1 5.00E0
KSU_summarization_ExP+GSN_01 | 4.30E1 3.00E0
KSU_summarization_ExP_01 4.30E1 3.00E0
KSU_summarization_GSN_01 3.10E1 1.30E1




Proceedings of the 13th NTCIR Conference on Evaluation of Information Access Technologies, December 5-8, 2017 Tokyo Japan

Table 22: Submissions of Japanese 2008’s question
in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-1

System Essay Forstl  Forst2
Forst_e2e_01 5.00E1 8.00E0
Forst_e2e_03 3.80E1 1.00E0
Forst_summarization_ ExP+GSN_01 | 7.00E0 0.00E0
Forst_summarization_ExP_01 7.00E0 0.00EO0
Forst_summarization_GSN_01 8.00E0 2.00E0
KSU_e2e_01 4.10E1 1.00EO0
KSU_e2e_02 3.30E1 4.00E0
KSU_summarization ExP+GSN_01 | 3.30E1 4.00E0
KSU_summarization_ExP_01 3.30E1 4.00E0
KSU_summarization_ GSN_01 3.20E1 1.10E1

Table 23: Submissions of Japanese 2012’s question
in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-1

| System Essay | Forstl Forst2 |
Forst_e2e_01 3.70E1 8.00E0
Forst_e2e_03 2.10E1 1.00E0
Forst_summarization_ ExP+GSN_01 | 9.00E0 0.00E0
Forst_summarization_ExP_01 9.00E0 0.00EO0
Forst_summarization_GSN_01 5.00E0 2.00E0
KSU_e2e_01 3.90E1 1.00E0
KSU_e2e_02 4.10E1 4.00E0
KSU_summarization_ ExP+GSN_01 | 4.20E1 4.00E0
KSU_summarization_ExP_01 4.20E1 4.00E0
KSU_summarization_ GSN_01 2.90E1 1.10E1

Table 24: Submissions of Japanese 2013’s question
in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-1

| System Essay | Forstl Forst2 |
Forst_e2e_01 2.70E1 4.00E0
Forst_e2e_03 2.40E1 4.00E0
Forst_summarization_ ExP+GSN_01 | 9.00E0 0.00E0
Forst_summarization_ExP_01 9.00E0 0.00EO0
Forst_summarization_GSN_01 2.00E0 0.00EO0
KSU_summarization_GSN_01 2.90E1 1.30E1
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Table 25: Submissions of Japanese 2001’s question in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-2

[ System Essay | DGLabl DGLab2 Forstl Forst2 tmkffl |
DGLab_summarization_ ExP_01 | 6.91E-1 6.77E-1 3.10E1 2.00E0 0.00E0
Forst_e2e_01 8.86E-1 6.14E-1 3.90E1 3.00E0 0.00E0
IMTKU_e2e_01 1.12E0 1.85E0  6.20E1 4.00E0 0.00EO0
KSU_e2e_01 1.01E0 7.09E-1 4.40E1 3.00E0 2.00E0

Table 26: Submissions of Japanese 2002’s question in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-2

System Essay DGLabl DGLab2 Forstl Forst2 tmkffl
DGLab_summarization_ ExP_01 | 7.33E-1 7.28E-1 3.50E1 0.00E0 0.00EO0
Forst_e2e_01 9.60E-1 6.70E-1 3.90E1 0.00E0 0.00EO0
IMTKU_e2e_01 1.13E0 1.72E0 4.70E1 1.00E0 0.00E0
KSU_e2e_01 1.08E0 7.54E-1 4.20E1 1.00E0 0.00E0

Table 27: Submissions of Japanese 2006’s question in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-2

| System Essay | DGLabl DGLab2 Forstl Forst2 tmkffl |
DGLab_summarization ExP_01 | 6.58E-1  6.27E-1 1.80E1 2.00E0 0.00E0
Forst_e2e_01 9.31E-1 6.31E-1 2.40E1 1.00E0 0.00E0
IMTKU_e2e_01 1.06E0 1.63E0 3.10E1 1.00E0 0.00EO0
KSU_e2e_01 9.85E-1 6.57E-1 4.10E1 4.00E0 3.00EO0

Table 28: Submissions of Japanese 2010’s question in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-2

| System Essay | DGLabl DGLab2 Forstl Forst2 tmkffl |
DGLab_summarization ExP_01 | 7.34E-1 7.22E-1 3.80E1 1.00E0 5.00E0
Forst_e2e_01 9.90E-1 T7.05E-1 4.30E1 4.00E0 0.00E0
IMTKU_e2e_01 1.13E0 1.64E0 5.90E1 2.00E0 0.00EO0
KSU_e2e_01 9.72E-1 6.45E-1 4.80E1 1.00E0 4.00E0

Table 29: Submissions of Japanese 2014’s question in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-2

System Essay DGLabl DGLab2 Forstl Forst2  tmkffl
DGLab_summarization ExP_01 | 6.77E-1 6.47E-1 4.50E1 5.00E0 0.00EO0
Forst_e2e_01 9.07E-1 6.29E-1 5.30E1 4.00E0 4.00E0
IMTKU_e2e_01 1.11E0 1.72E0  6.70E1 1.00E0 0.00EO0
KSU_e2e_01 9.44E-1 6.69E-1 6.00E1 7.00E0 4.50E0

Table 30: Submissions of English 2001’s question in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-2

| System Essay | DGLabl DGLab2 |
CMUQA_e2e_01 8.59E-1 8.46E-1
DGLab_summarization_ExP_01 1.29E0 1.10E0
IMTKU_e2e_01 1.25E0 1.00E0
MTMT _e2e_01 1.36E0 9.71E-1

Table 31: Submissions of English 2002’s question in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-2

| System Essay | DGLabl DGLab2 |
CMUQA _e2e 01 1.11E0 2.42E0
DGLab_summarization_ExP_01 1.38E0 1.12E0
IMTKU_e2e_01 1.23E0 8.86E-1
MTMT_e2e_01 1.31E0 9.23E-1
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Table 32: Submissions of English 2006’s question in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-2

| System Essay | DGLabl DGLab2 |
CMUQA_e2e_01 8.12E-1 7.98E-1
DGLab_summarization_ExP_01 1.22E0 8.89E-1
IMTKU_e2e_01 1.18E0 8.14E-1
MTMT _e2e_01 1.27E0 9.19E-1

Table 33: Submissions of English 2010’s question in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-2

| System Essay | DGLabl DGLab2 |
CMUQA_e2e_01 9.30E-1 9.24E-1
DGLab_summarization ExP_01 | 1.30E0 9.32E-1
IMTKU_e2e_01 1.22E0 9.49E-1
MTMT_e2e_01 1.32E0 9.59E-1

Table 34: Submissions of English 2014’s question in Essay Evaluation Method task in Phase-2

System Essay DGLabl DGLab2
CMUQA _e2e 01 9.56E-1 9.44E-1
DGLab_summarization_ExP_01 1.30E0 9.72E-1
IMTKU_e2e_01 1.19E0 1.03E0
MTMT_e2e_01 1.31E0 9.69E-1
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