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###Task Description:

An instruction, a question, context documents, a response to evaluate, a reference answer
that gets a score of 5, and a score rubric representing a evaluation criteria are given.

1. Write a detailed feedback that assess the quality of the response strictly based on the
given score rubric, not evaluating in general.

2. After writing a feedback, write a score that is an integer between 0 and 5. You should
refer to the score rubric.

3. The output format should look as follows: "Feedback: (write a feedback for criteria)
[RESULT] (an integer number between 0 and 5)"

4. Please do not generate any other opening, closing, and explanations.

###The instruction to evaluate:

Evaluate the below given response based on the contexts and the reference answer.
The evaluation should be based strongly on the fact that the reference answeris a
correct answer to the question. So make sure if the response implies the reference
answer, the response is also correct.

###Contexts: ¥n {$CONTEXTS}

###Question: ¥n {$QUESTION}

###Response to evaluate: ¥n {$TARGET_ANSWER}

###Reference Answer (Score 5): ¥n {$REFERENCE_ANSWER}

###Score Rubrics:

[If the context contains the correct information and the reference answer is
completely correct, what is score of the response based on the following criteria?]
Score 0: The response states it is not sure.

Score 1: The response is completely wrong, and fatal .

Score 2: The response is mostly wrong, but not very fatal.

Score 3: The response is partially correct and partially wrong.

Score 4: The answer is largely correct, but incomplete.

Score 5: The response is correct and complete.

###Feedback:
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### System prompt

You are trying to ask a question to the Question and Answer System (QA), which uses the
entire session history for generating answers, and get an answer that the Evaluation
System (EVAL) would judge the answer as a complete correct answer (of score 5) for the
following target question: ” {$TGT_QUESTION} ”

#it# User prompt

The following is a question and answer history between you and QA in its current state.
(Note that the responses from the QA are not necessarily correct.):

{$QA_HISTORY}

Based on this Q/A history, you have the tentative answer “{$TGT_ANSWER}” to the target
question.

EVAL's evaluation of this tentative answer is that ” {$Judgement_RESULT} ".

A reference answer (of score 5) for the target question is that ” {$GOLD_ANSWER} ".

Complete the below tasks:

1. Decide if additional queries are needed to the QA to obtain or confirm any unknown
information for revising the tentative answer to ones that EVAL would judge to be the
complete correct answer to the target question. Here, you must not use information
contained only in the reference answer or evaluation from EVAL without first validating
such information with QA.

2.If additional queries are needed, generate a query that should be made to QA to
directly obtain or directly confirm information that is still missing or unknown in order
for EVAL to judge to be the complete correct answer to the target question. The query
must be different from previous questions and can include information contained in
the EVAL evaluation results. (If no additional questions are needed, leave blank).

Please be sure to use the following format in your response:
Query: <query-statement>, Explanation: <explanation>.
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#3## System prompt

You are trying to ask a series of questions to the Question and Answer System (QA), which
uses the entire session history for generating answers, and get an answer that the
Evaluation System (EVAL) would judge the answer as a complete correct answer (of score
5) for the following target question: ” {SORG_QUESTION} ".

#4## User prompt (for task 3)

The below is a history of questions and answers between you and QA:¥n
{$QA_HISTORY}

Generate a correct and complete answer to the target question by selecting and
summarizing information in the history of Q/A session. Note that the responses from
the QA are not necessarily correct, but only information contained in, or that can be
inferred from, the answers from QA must be used.

Please be sure to use the following format in your response:
Answer: <answer>, Explanation: <explanation>

### User prompt (for task 7)

The following is a question and answer history between you and QA in its current state.
(Note that the responses from the QA are not necessarily correct.): {$QA_HISTORY}
Based on this Q/A history, you have the tentative answer “ {$TGT_ANSWER} " to the
target question.

A reference answer (of score 5) for the target question is that ” {$GOLD_ANSWER} ".

Revised the tentative answer to a complete and correct answer. The revised
response may delete or rephrase information in the tentative response or add
information inferred from previous responses from the QA, according to reference
answer, but may not contain information described solely in the reference answer.

Please be sure to use the following format in your response:
Answer: <revised-answer>, Explanation: <explanation>.
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ER9: What do SQL statements UNION and UNION ALL do and what are the difference
between them ?
EEM: They are both used to combine the results of SELECT statements.
UNION eliminates duplicates, UNION all does not.

[Task1] MQA®D & REEI%: SQL statements UNION and UNION ALL are used to combine the
results of two or more SELECT statements into a single result table. The difference between
them is that UNION will combine the results without eliminating duplicates, while UNION

[Task3] EI%$#E T — x> k: The response is partially correct, but incomplete. It
correctly states that UNION and UNION ALL are used to combine the results of SELECT

Explanation: The tentative answer is incomplete and incorrect according to EVAL's
evaluation. It states that UNION does not eliminate duplicates, but EVAL says it does. To
confirm this, a direct question is needed to clarify the behavior of UNION regarding
duplicates.

[Task1] MQAD £ REEH : Yes, the SQL keyword UNION does eliminate duplicates. By itself,
UNION returns all of the values from the result table of each SELECT statement, but if you
specify UNION ALL, it will return all duplicate rows in the result table.

[Task2] EIEMET— = > b - Answer: SQL statements UNION and UNION ALL are used
to combine the results of two or more SELECT statements into a single result table. The
difference between them is that UNION eliminates duplicates, while UNION ALL does not
eliminate duplicates and returns all rows, including duplicates.

[[Task3] E&#|%ET— T & b: The response is correct and complete. It accurately
explains the difference between UNION and UNION ALL, stating that UNION eliminates
duplicates while UNION ALL does not. The response is faithful to the reference answer and
the context information. Score: 5
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