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Peer review activities in the EFL composition class
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This paper presents a new method to analyze the effect of peer review activities in the EFL composition class. It estimates the
degree of similarity of the documents based on the normalized compression distance (NCD), a compression-based classification
algorithm. The proposed method was found quite useful in evaluating the compositions pre-and post-peer review activities.
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HEHG B D CEHER O T O T I 2 — BN, 1E
LHEYGESELT-DICFEHE P A TR REEITIZ ST
F0, BEHIEH D WVIEER B B (T ISV e B RO~ G R
NEOEXFEFZATZVTDI2ODOWHHFE O—FETHD.
B SR BITAEXHE IDEASNIE, TAIDIZET S
o S L L COIEEE (English as a second language: ESL) @
EXHBF B USHEN, ET7VY 22— 2k HE/E S ED
ZhERIE, 1980 ML DT AUA DM, FEC VAR —L,
BE7RE THEES L CE TV (Berg, 1999; Carlson & Nelson,
1996; Chaudron, 1984; Connor & Asenavage, 1994; Liu &
Hansen, 2002; Mendonga & Johnson, 1994; Min, 2006; Nelson
1993; Tsui, 2000; Zhang, 1995) .

AARTH, BE_SFELL TARBLEHRDABENORTIE, v
T I 2—DHEBEITIEZ TS (ML - #55, 2007; H 1, 2009).
PEECOELHE BN THE T IV 2 —{GBREAS LT
EPHR TEb DD, FEBFBOMAIFEMIZELF V0D RIL
BHEVRAES L TR,

ARFGECIE, SMEFEEL CTOHEE (English as a foreign
language) DYESCIZ RIS, 4 BOFERT —Z%5bli, v
TUT 2 — DA E RN - RN TD I EERETD.
ORI, BT VY 2 —mitk O LEROZUIZIEEL, 3BT,
il #& @ 3 = o 1E Bl Ak JE #6 B2 Bt ( NCD: Normalized
Compression Distance) Z#IxE 3528 T, #HliO KB R E%
HFIOETDHDOTHS.
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DG T CRAEFLRERRE 4 BTV, S ENEZEOH)
DI ITER L 72 FEER 4 DFERICOWVTRELGR D,
2.1 REBFMELR
(1) EER1 (2009 £ 4 B 9 BE)

RKZZOEEIGE WA ZZH LT, 6 EHICHTB T8
4 FHAEEOZAE 30 4 (510, 42 200X, FEBENREX
M TG IC LA R A S E 2%, BT a— 2 L=
(2) EE2 (2009 £ 5 A 7 BE)

WEESRER 1 LRIUSE 30 4 (B 10, 4 20) Ax21,
[Pz R) o 7B WOV TEEFBYFNGRO 22— iR KR % %)
BRI L E A B Crih S H 7.
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(3) =2E% 3 (2009 £ 11 A 5 BEE)

[BEFHGEE 1B &5k LTc, P 4 FHOTFE 37 4
(35 11, % 26) Zxt iz, THYEOFRE |\ 2B 50 U A wt 1,
B4y OB RARECRRRSEZ0b, AR ETET VY 2—
ZIMELT-.

(4) 32B% 4 (2009 £ 12 A 3 B,10 BEJE)

MREE 5%, FIUCK TR R ATGE TRl S .

o FEBI SR

FER 3 DEREZ T RGHLFCT, 12 H3HEIWOHD
i 7 S L 723 1% 35 44 (35 10, 42 25) Tho7-.

o BRI

FBr B Y B (K 1) 286 L7, SN A O AR
DIWEERE DN T8, [T IRA LRI A bR 9528
(DWW, ARILA TR U728 HiR R Y JEVHINET
HHZEH HAGECTHIEHIALZ. 3850% 200 V—RRRELL,
VESEREEIT 45 23 C, BFEOMHIZFFATL Q. FETTN
ST=ABEILL, JFEEE O BRVREEICL T, 1 B %I
DOFBEF A AFECTERETLASE .

Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? It is not
necessary to approve kampo medicines for reimbursement under the
health insurance. Use specific reasons and examples to support your
opinion.

1 FE8 4 BIORAEE

Zorx, OBV, T, KESCoBmODiEh, @FPRrERRIZB
TAHIE, OVEXEIVILT B0 DRE, @EROHISRRE
ZEIINTEVIIETFRERETEZ TV, BRI, =1
B s BB O AR —B3 2\ s, B RO IS — EPEN
B, FEEICELBINE D AL TRRENTNDD, & ITiE
BLTHTIOICEVOIERE DETITo 7. MEERRIL 25 &
Thoto. F—RENIC, EONEREFREEICHEL, 20 4y
THESE T,

2.2 ERILEMBERMEFI ALI-2H

ARFFETIE, HREIZE DWW TR DT F D TEE
ThHVEI a7 BHEME VT L et al (2004)23ERL7-1E
HULAE HEERE (NID: Normalized Information Distance) Z,&12,
Cilibrasi et al (2005)23F15 AlREZ2H DE L CTHRE L - IEBUYLE
#e HEfE (NCD: Normalized Compression Distance) I 95 :
_ c(xy) —min{c(x),c(y)}
NEPGOY) = e, c )
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ZIT, c()IXHFRE DL FFNDIEMEFID X, c(y) X FE DT
EROXFHNDEREFN OFES, ofx - y)IT#IFEEET IER O X T
Bl St BRSO RSE7eD.

3. HBRLEEE
3.1 EEEFLMER

FEEE 1O, B, TR TEFRIZEDNL T Ll
BXEUIIARAZRET DO OHEROREBIT e o7z, 3Bk 2 T
X, VESLO N B % T D7D ORI ORI B4 545
FARSITNZD, JREFENZNLDI AN TLIZH B 5O
TTIEEERZLIZODIZ DWW TR TE TV, R 3 T,
EBr 1 LRBEORE R Tho7l-720, BTV a— DRI IR HE
HZWHMOR T HERDDHES 2D,

&1 B 1~-3 OHFES

IR GES IR R R HEES
FEBR 1 30 159 93
FHk 2 121 525 265
FHR 3 21 106 54

FER 4 T, B SUEDRRY AR T L0 " E2 EET
Bz 7. BOSLSUEDBY RS DITHE b LT DfaHE 1 —
DL TECUWEDST=22401T 374 44 (11%) Th-o7=. 2D
A40%, B OIESUZOWTE TS 5~15 T faHiE =
7= RO OTENT 2.5 EETTHY, LT 4 ADOIERKL
72 TR BRI 2 DR RO SED RO N FAEL Tz, G
RERRIZBI T2 A MW T TV 72224 1T 37 4
o 34 (8%) VM=,

2 FEBR 4 OB ERSEER DY

FARHES B BRI W) BLEE S
{EIER]T 116 226 179
EIE#% 100 242 182

3.2 EREEMEEMEF RALE-2
EHALEMEFERENCD) 2RI L= 0TIk p e, &

1344, HARMEIL.11 THHo7-.

% 3 9ZBR 4 |281) % NCD 2 Hrifs 4

i 18

St# | IBERID/ASNAR | BERD/SAME | NCD
17 722 1043 44
27 1020 644 34
34 1417 1523 32
15 1405 1351 15
37 1256 1266 A1

#17 OVESCT, WIFEDS 122 5, (EIE#%) 169 55 THY, S
OV ORILAEINZILTEY, FEYVDOFRY[ X medicens
Omedicines] 23%5b DD, EEEOFIITHES LT,
ETINBIE, TR X & RV &) T A R EFERE R D
BNFIZOWTORRMRH T, BRURERS 2NBINES - 3CE
Thb.

£ 4 (X OUEER] (#17)

| disagree with the statement which it is not necessary to approve kampo
medicines for reimbursement under the health insurance. ---Similarly, the
patients who take kampo medicines continuously will have trouble
making a living.

Kampo medicens are natural medicens, so they are good for our health.
They have a few side effects in comparison with western medicines.
Kampo medicens can treat not only symptoms but also base diseases.

The government don’t consider the people that are weak of living. The
government should adopt a private citizen’s opinions. -

F72, #34 OIESTHARMLOBIMBES NN, — T, #27 OfE
ST, #WIREIE 163 TH=AMEIER T 100 FEI272>TRY, N
BONKIBIZHIRES, ZEESN TV, WIREOTTNEEEVOH
HVESLCTH -T2, [ R OB GERNZES SR Z D 2o
TIHOFERT, EL IR DERIRo2enI 27257z,
#15 E#37 OVESTE, FIZET MBSO SUEE B TE
L7272721F 7200 T, NCD O fENER T LI, fEXEEKEL T
I 72D o 7. REBROFPATIEZ NCD OfEAME
BRI O ME ORI D EBZ 2 HND.

4. FEDH

AECIE, FESHREICB T T 2 —FBRONEIC
DNWTH ATz, 2L T, BT VY 2—ORii#%D L EFEDZEIC
A H U, 1E Bk )L #E 25 Bt (NCD: Normalized Compression
Distance) #FII 2 5 1EE4R R L7, SHOMEEL T, &b
hRALET VY 2— FIEORR G E RN O F B/ R E OREsT
BHITHND.
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