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 Two-track model evaluation

 Independent manual verification  Automatic assessment Reliability Audit

0: Incorrect answer
1: Weak response
2: Partially correct
3: Mostly correct
4: Completely correct

Scoring criteria 1

A: Citation Relevance
B: Constraint Extraction
C: Argument Validity

Scoring criteria 2

B scores for 10 prompts
rescored 5 times

Exam scores
(0~4)

bar exam select 
243 Tort items (historical)

Independent lawyer ratings
280 answers (28 models)

Prompt/judgment clusters
Bootstrap (10,000 draws)
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     Data sources and task construction   


