T2
KIERRLIE
ZHEEE'' EREE MmEHET LFE-T

(&S PR — ERE D B BHBIZE T 2 Rt
WIEE

("ATR ¥ 7 & i@ E AT, MR

An automatic evaluation method of translation capability
and its application to a translation paired comparison method
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Fig.1 Relation between TOEIC score of human

subjects and the average of answer set similarities
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Tablel System’s TOEIC scores measured by the proposed
method and the translation paired comparison method

Sytem's TOEIC score
708 (548)
705 (618)

Translation paired comparison method
proposed method
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