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1. IXCHIT

FEEHE ORI T, BEL ORFENT A PBIFEL,
FEERRSEIRTCON Y ¥ 2T MIHAREN TV DS
LD, ZNHDOTAMDE L, B L ICRBRE R R
BN, FEHEOTANE LR AT T D &V R E B
TWo, LaL, BLERBRELZERT HI12E, kY
DORFHBLIE L INDTHAH D, o, WNICRAB LR
BRE 7= LSRR R B T S W CEME A F L2 & LT,
BWEOHRBRE DN~ LN bbb, TDX H 7%
RBUCINT, FBRIZRFEMRE & SLEh T 2 AVl
REZWET DHMARRET 52 L1%, SEHEEIHICL
STHHICHERRZLTHD,

ARFFETiE, BREDEROHG S 7z B B3/E % %t
£L1, 20 BEOSENHEEHALEOEMET 2T
VHELTF VAN BFEFEERACT, EEFOHAEL
HET D,

2. FeATHRA

FAEX DML, 7% 2 M RIS DFEER ORIZIC
FS < RMEEM (holistic scoring), 1ESC % FERESCSCHER
EOHEBBNIFFE L TWL AR (analytical scoring),
ZLTC, HOREDER (BEHNFER L) 1 EDRERE

ICRBES LTV 2 2 JE Y & 2 e E 2K o FE A
(primary trait scoring) @ 3 2|23} 412 (Perkins, 1983),
ZD5H, HEHERERRE L, Z2< 0T A MG CE
AENTHEDILENFTMTH Y (Weigle, 2002), 1960
FRPOIE -7z, BHREEFEXOBERA S AT LB
T, REWZREEE AWT, B REMECOSENFETN 2
17> CT&7= (KA, 2008),

Al (2004, 2009) 12 KAuE, BB A T AT A TlEbRL
%2 E BB VIHEEIT, Eh@ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁhw R
HOFES, RAFTISCBIEEIOH, #Eina gD 570D FN
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M0 F

BRI ETH D,

K28 (2008) 1%, HANFEEEIC X2 A BIEETRBT

Difx I SRERIRZ R L, 25E%

HOFEMFIZLDFE

i 2 =27 2 T4 S HENFE TV EMER LT, £ ORR,
il & 2 R THRIE, FREEMES 2R T XHTZY OIEE

Figk & EHICR, §

RESHIRFE A 3R T S 72 OHEERERE 1

DA 2 7B E 52 TWD ERELTWD, F£7-,
KA (2008) 1%, FPIFIC X HEHE A 27 &2 Tl 5 &R

JHET NV EAER LT R, R,

Level,

Flesch-Kincaid Grade

SEHHFEE N RN D L LT 5,

3. orFiE

3.1 HAEK

AW THWS

M
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®

TAEENE, DITO20 LB TH 5,

uL

HIEE (Types)

FFER (TTR)

Guirard Index (Guirard)

FHJHFER (MLW)

TR (MLS)

Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level (Readability)
JACETS000 Index (JACET8000)

I think D372 0 OHBUEAFE (I_think)

(10) IR E = 3 BhEhF (could, may, might, should, would)

DI 7= ) OHBHE (Modal)

(11) SCHABERER (And, Because, But, So) DX 7= 1 D HHE

#EFE (Conjunction)

Jmmmwmk%%mﬁ N

FTZE S, 2003)
BT 5 8 EBEOFER L ~IVIZES X, EXCRTENZT

%Lw BEM/EDN TV A EET DHE, flE, v
YL 1 TOMEFEEEN 49 38 vAw2w3 LUL 3
MNI1FE, L4 15 &L\o% i, ax4%+@x3)

FEXDFEXD=62 LW EHR %6%6 (KR, 2008),
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(12) BMREI O H 7= Y OHBISEE (Relative)

(13) HEBEI DX H 7= W OHBISEEE (Subordinate)

(14) ZEEED L H 1= OHIHIEE (Passive)

(15) B35 (BEEE AL 100 % A 7)) OHBUBEE Y s
Bond oA VEUEA 2T (W_dist)

(16) B8 2-gram (BFE LA 100 Z A 7)) OHBUHEKE~Y b
NGBS YA EPER 2T (W2_dist)
(17) Bi3E 3-gram (BEFE BAZ 100 % A 7) OHBUSEE~Z K
NINBIRBD YA VHEPE A 27 (W3_dist)
(18) dhi (&2C) OHBUMEE Y MANBHLLD 3P A

VR X =7 (P1_dist)

(19) #had 2-gram (BEFE LA 100 % A 7)) OHIEBEFE~Y b
IS/ END YA LHELE R 27 (P2_dist)
(20) fhEA 3-gram (BHEE HAL 100 & A 7)) OHBUMEE~ Y L
NINBEBBND 2 A L X =7 (P3_dist)

3.2 fHESSHT

BB & 1T, 2 BHIEOEMRMIBERORE B L OZED
FHmERTHETH D, AL TIE, Ao 20 FEOH
BIZHIC THRE Level)] &5 HHIEHZMA T, &
21 BEOMBEITIIEZER L, BEHEOBRERED.

33 57V RE

AHFFE TRV S [EFFIEIE, Breiman (2001) (2 X - CHE
RENTZTVHELTF VA NTHD, WMUICEZIE, T
HNTH VA NEE, BRAROT oY TVEETHD,
EUFA & X, FERERIFSHO 1 S& LB T B
FRAEE DM AT H 2O FEHET ol S &, THRIET VA
T 2D, FIEOBRIE, AMEECTHTRTL I ENTE,
IF-THEN O X 9 Rffi 2 — L THRTZ L L TE 5, £/,
T TR L, BT LLBEOR L W iEikoT
HIFRORERELMA G DY, BEZR EIED 7 — 30
DFETHD,
TUHELTHLVANTIE, £7, Bxohicr—4%y
Fnt, NHOT— A NT v 7Y T VEERT 5, K
2, %2 DT — b AT v TY U TNTF—2ERNT, R
WEORKDENFAZART D (HL, Do, — R

2 A (15)~(20) IZB1 B HBBEE DY R LT,
TE-IDF (IZ X 2 EADT 217> T\ 5, F7o, HFRIIHRL
¥, dhFl TreeTagger (Marcus et al., 1993) |2 L 2155
OFERERANTN D,
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FUBELRY T T INTCAEED O biREO LD
EERTS), LT, 2@TCoREEHAL (BYRMET
), B LD THIRR AR T 5,

FUHENT VA NDOERTE LT, BENEGN &,
FEFICE OFALE AW > Z LN TEDHZ &, ZREN
ORALENFRNCFETDEER 1D Z &, KIEE
EROT X DERESOMRICHEI TH D Z &, T LRz
Foinsd (4, 2007),

3.4 k- R

FUHLTF VA NMILSEYROBERELTHLND
FUNEIE, T~ 1) R TR 2] EWVal T I —
TIE7e<, 167243 OLIHIBRBMECTH D20, MHh
DOHETTUEE DT T ) —ICEBmT IVLERNS L, O
1 SOFEE LTI, WEEAREZ LMD (eg 2l N
H, 2012), L2xL7Zads, flxiE Tl < Te~r
2] OEGERBERDN 1.5 THDLIEMS RV, K%
T, BHEFEEANT, ZRZENOTF X MRETH L
~LEHET D,

RRE LT, BT R EERICBE LT, 20N TR
HITVEERE KBRS, 20 kEOZERICLY, ¥
IN—TRT 20T 2FIETH D, FHEORNEE &
LCiE, —Mic2—2 Yy FEEEAHVORLD (4,
2007),

4. BRLEEBE

4.1 ERT—¥
RFFROERT — XL, 7 VT BIEEFEH 2 —32 %
v NU— 2 T& % CEEAUS (Corpus of English Essays
Written by Asian University Students) ¢ H A AN BFEFE#H
&= —/L CEEJUS (Corpus of English Essays Written by
Japanese University Students) @ ¥ Cd %, CEEJUS DfE
XiE, TRFEEDTANAL ORI & TLA T Uik
FOEIEDRRIE] LD 20D T —<IZBL T, BEEMEA
A, EEREIHIR (20~40 57), FEEHIER (200~300 #E),

PIIUA LT VA NTIHARL, FHRY Y hETIALRE
EH7a vy hETAO XD RIEFENGOFEZ AV,
kS BEEZAT 5 MEIXZR (eg. AFFIEA, 2009; HHIE
7,2007), L L6, £ 054, 2o OlEFER
FiEL, T LT LA MIEAEYFELY b TR
T,
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PC ETOER, ANVF =y 7 OFRES &V S H—8
TR ATCIE SN b D TH D, iz, TNLENDIEX
IZ1%, TOEIC(R)7 A hEIDKHERER (MT) (2H5< 4 B
PEDOBRENMFE SN TN D, BEITIE, HERBRA =
7 (Mock Test) % TOEIC(R)HEE A = 77 (22844 L, 700 #LA
k% Upper, 600 s 2L | % Semi-Upper, 500 L4 % Middle,
500 A AT % Lower & LTV 2 (Ishikawa, 2009),

F 11T, RFRICBT DERT — X OMETH D, 28,
EXDTF—=1F, &2T TLA NI ITBITAED ZIE]
ThHb,

K1 FEBRT—ZOME

Level N Tokens Types
1 (Lower) 20 4172 773
2 (Middle) 20 4326 749
3 (Semi-Upper) 20 4197 746
4 (Upper) 19 4567 877
1258, FBEHIROEED b Th, MEERICK

ERAFTROAT, EFBEHCHALTH, LUl 1~31{2iF
RN RN, Fe, —MRAICEE T — #3300
AULE, 2LT, BV 20 AULBPKETHDH EE
PITNDD (e.g. Elliot, 2003), AEIDOT—X &~ MIi
79 ROBEAESLUNE FAL TR,

4.2 BEH OB

£ 1D 79 ROFNELZXBRIT, Pearson OFHBIREL
2T, HAEEIC B AEE (Level) ZNAT2 21 &%
DAEBATTHN & AR L7z,

HIAHETALEE L OMBEREICERT S &
Readability (r = 0.294) 234% b <, Types (r = 0.285), Tokens
(r = 0271), MLS (r = 0.266), Subordinate (r = 0.241),
JACETS8000 (r = 0.238), Guirard (r =0.206) &#E<,

Fio, ALK OMEEREAE /L5 &, Types & Guirard
(r=0.889) 2MEHE <, Types & JACETS000 (r = 0.882),
Guirard & JACET8000 (r = 0.829), MLS & Readability (r =
0.816), Tokens & Types (r = 0.760), P2_dist & P3_dist (r =
0.723), TTR & Guirard (r = 0.649), I_think & Conjunction (r
=0.613), Tokens & JACETS8000 (r=0.612) &#i<,

HAVES & AL OB E < 72 <, W< OO
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EHEOMTEWHEBENRROND Z L b, SEOFERT —
ZATHR LT, @ OBEEYRITT 2 NS Z & BRE TR
WZ ERGIND,

4.3 BREDHE
FGUHELTFLAMIEDTHNCHT=-T, T LY
7Y T HBAEKEORY, SAEB OO IEDYT
WREERY, K0T 100 & L, £z, FHIET VO
IZHT=->TIE, 2-fold DAEMZEZAT 12,
20X, HELLETHET VBT DAL O EEE
EELEDILOTHD, 7k, RFOEZEE (Importance)
, RERGEORERE LTHONLBEOTFHETH S,

#2 ALK OEERE

Rk. Variable Importance
1 TTR 4.697
2 MLS 3.493
3 Types 2.957
4 Tokens 2.816
5 Readability 2.728
6 Conjunction 2.685
7 P2_dist 2.579
8 Passive 2.492
9 W3_dist 2.351
10 | I_think 2.256
11 | JACET8000 2.172
12 W1_dist 2.116
13 MLW 2.111
14 P3_dist 1.995
15 | Relative 1.469
16 | Subordinate 1.428
17 P1_dist 1.426
18 | W2_dist 1.387
19 | Guirard 1.323
20 | Modal 0.843

TORYRBE, FTUXLTF LA MILAEIFTIE
HIERPLEHLENTINCEHFE L TOD 2 N5,

ZLT, IV F L7 LA NMIEDEROBRLE LTHE
LD THIEZ HWT, k-EEE (k= 5) 217o7z. £3
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X, 79 RDOEETDEX FOBMEY L ITEETHEL,
RERFEEAT TR TH D, BIEORKEEIL 5823%TH

>77,

#3 HEERRORFITS

Levell | Level2 | Level3 | Level4 | Accuracy
Level 1 12 4 3 1 0.600
Level 2 5 11 3 1 0.550
Level 3 2 5 9 4 0.450
Level 4 0 1 4 14 0.737
5. 8BbYiC

KIFFRTCIE, T F LT r LA ML EEEEZBNT,
HHEEC BT 2 BE FOFAELHETE L, THIRE
1% 5823% T, FITHEFBROFHIRQR LN TFHICEHE L
TWDZ ENGhoT,

SHOFEE LTCE, T—X OBEESTZENB LD
N5, FHERIFEC, Crossley ef al. 2011) O X 5 (ZEEHED
EIRICBT 2IEIE A AW D 22 8, BREOHEEICH 2250
ALK A BEt T 2 NERH D,

BE W
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