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L2 Japanese Composition Originality Assessment by Teachers:

Consistency, Reasons, and Rubric Revision
Marie Adachi

Abstract

This study quantitatively and qualitatively analyzed inter-rater discrepancies in

Japanese language teachers’ assessments of originality in L2 Japanese writing. By
integrating and reanalyzing data from three previous surveys conducted between
2019 and 2020, the results revealed overall low levels of inter-rater agreement in
originality assessment. Furthermore, analysis of the rationales for high ratings
extracted shared criteria such as multiple perspectives and opinions and learners’
original interpretations. The significance of this study lies in clarifying the
characteristics of inter-rater discrepancies in originality assessment in L2 Japanese
writing by examining both rating outcomes and the rationales underlying those

ratings.

1. Introduction
1.1 Purpose

This study aimed to clarify the nature of inter-rater discrepancies in the
assessment of originality in the content assessment of Japanese compositions in
second language (L2) education by Japanese language instructors and to establish
a foundation for theoretical and practical discussion.

In assessment research, insights into rater discrepancy have been
accumulated through quantitative analyses of rating results and qualitative analyses
of assessment rationales (Ijuin et al., 2018; Ijuin et al., 2020; Tanaka & Nagasaka,
2009; Tanaka & Tsubone, 2011; Tsubone & Tanaka, 2015).

However, compared with the linguistic aspects of L2 Japanese, content
assessment remains particularly difficult in terms of establishing shared assessment
criteria. In particular, regarding originality, it cannot be said that sufficient
integration has been achieved between the conceptual examination and empirical

survey analysis, which remains an unresolved issue. To address this challenge, the
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author adopted rubrics as a tool to visualize assessment, explicitly presenting
assessment perspectives, scales, and criteria (descriptors). The initial version was
developed for educational practice, based on Tanaka and Abe (2014). Subsequently,
the rubric underwent repeated revisions in the course of daily teaching practice,
particularly with the aim of reducing discrepancies in content-based assessments
among individual raters and colleagues.

In the present study, drawing on prior research that emphasized the
clarification of assessment criteria and the use of rater meetings, descriptors of
originality were reviewed, and the effects of this revision were examined.

This study integrated data from three previous surveys conducted between
2019 and 2020 (Adachi, 2020a; 2020b; 2020c¢) to review and reanalyze originality
assessments. Due to circumstances such as the COVID-19 pandemic and
institutional transitions, large-scale surveys have not been conducted since 2020.
Accordingly, the present study was limited to an examination based on data from

these previous surveys.

1.2 Background

In the assessment of L2 Japanese writing, content has long been recognized
as an aspect in which raters’ judgments tend to diverge. Based on the observation
that among content, language, organization, and form, “the quality of content is the
most decisive factor in determining writing assessment,” Ijuin et al. (2020:39-41)
state that “capturing the details of content-related assessment remains a future
challenge.”

Tanaka (2022:229) points out that in content assessment, “originality is a
prime example of an element perceived differently by raters.” In this context,
Tanaka and Abe (2014:14) note that “assessments tend to diverge based on
differences in the reader’s background and perspective,” suggesting that originality
is often left to the judgment of the reader-rater. Wakita (2016:42) likewise indicates
that raters’ perceptions of “content” share common elements such as “logical
consistency” and “originality.”

However, despite these observations, it cannot be concluded that a

generalized theoretical framework for the assessment of originality has been
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established. As judgments of originality rely heavily on raters’ subjective
interpretations, they are particularly susceptible to inter-rater discrepancies.
Moreover, this subjectivity poses challenges in explicitly demonstrating
accountability to the assessed learners.

Previous research has proposed several approaches to address discrepancies
in writing assessment, including the clarification of assessment criteria and the use
of rater meetings (Tanaka & Nagasaka, 2009), revision of assessment criteria when
discrepancies are substantial (Ijuin, 2018), and visualization and improvement of
assessment through rubrics (Wakita, 2016). The rubric revision in the present study

is a practical response to these prior findings.

1.3 Research Questions
Based on these objectives and background, this study addresses the
following three research questions:
RQ1: To what extent were originality assessments consistent across raters?
RQ2: What characteristics underpinned high originality assessments?

RQ3: Is the assessment of originality influenced by the descriptors of the rubric?

2. Methods
2.1 Study Design

This study focused on Japanese language instructors’ assessment of L2
Japanese writing content, with particular attention to originality. Data from three
previous surveys conducted between 2019 and 2020 were analyzed to examine (1)
the degree of inter-rater agreement in the assessment of originality (RQI), (2)
characteristics of assessment rationales supporting high ratings (RQ2), and (3)
whether originality assessment is influenced by rubric descriptors (RQ3). The
surveys consisted of two rounds of web-based rating tasks administered to Japanese
language instructors. In each round, rating scores and free-form written assessment
rationales were collected. In the first survey, raters assessed learners’ compositions
using a content assessment rubric that was in use at the time (Ver. 4; Table 1). Rating
data were analyzed to examine the variability in originality scores and inter-rater

agreement, thus addressing RQ1. To address RQ2, the free-response rationales
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accompanying the ratings were analyzed to extract rating perspectives and features

underlying high ratings.

Table 1 Rubric Ver. 4 (Japanese Version Only)
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Table 2.1

Rubric Ver. 5 (Japanese Version)
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Table 2.2 Rubric Ver. 5 (English Version)
4 3 2 1
There are no mistakes in D More than half of the @D
grammar (sentence patterns / grammar (sentence patterns
syntax), @ vocabulary and  |Three of|Two  of|/ syntax), @ vocabulary
expressions, 3 writing (use |the four|the four|and expressions, @ writing
Accuracy of hiragana, katakana, kanji). |[points on|points on (use“of hiragana, katakana,
@ End-of-sentence style the  left|the  left|kanji) contains mistakes.
("plain-style" or "formal- are are @ End-of-sentence style
style") is applied in a observed. |observed. |("plain-style" or "formal-
consistent manner. style") is not applied in a
consistent manner.
@ Grammar (sentence @ Grammar (sentence
Japanese patterns / syntax), @ patterns / syntax), @
vocabulary and expressions vocabulary and expressions
are used in an appropriate Three oflTwo  of 3¢ not 1llsed in an
way; the same grammar, appropriate way; the same
vocabulary and expressions thq four the: four grammar, vocabulary and
Proficiency |are not used repeatedly. points onjpoints on expressions are used
. . . . _[the left|the left
(® Written with consideration are are repeatgdly. .
for the reader. observed. |observed. © V.Vrltter} without
@ Composition rules are consideration for the
observed. reader.
@ Composition rules are
not observed.
(D Written in a way the (D Not written in a way the
composition (connection of composition (connection
sentences and paragraphs) can of sentences and
be understood. paragraphs) can be
@ Sentences are smoothly Three of|Two  offunderstood.
connected. the fourlthe four|@ Sentences are not
. ) @ Expressions to connect points on|points on smoothly connected.
Composition| Cohesion sentences (such as "7-= & Z |3 |the left|the left|® Expressions to connect
"and "L 72> L") are used are are sentences (such as "72 & %
effectively. observed. [observed. |}Z" and " L 7> L") are not
@ Directives (such as "Z D" used effectively.
and "% ®") are used @ Directives (such as " Z
effectively. D" and "& D") are not
used effectively.
@ Opinion (the most
@ Opinion (the most important point the writer
important point the writer wants to make) is not
wants to make) is written Two  of|One  of|written clearly.
clearly. the three|the three|@ Shows that the writer
@ Shows that the writer has [points on|points on|does not have a good
Coherency |a good understanding of the |the left{the  leftjunderstanding of the topic
topic and the content is are are and the content is not
suitable to this topic. observed. |observed. |suitable to this topic.
Contents @ Opinions are supported @ Opinions are not
with examples and reasons. supported with examples
and reasons.
Contains |Contains
Contains two or more original |original |original
opinions and perspectives that [opinions, |perspecti [Contains general
Originality |are not found elsewhere (e.g. |[but uses|ves, but|perspectives and general
classmates' writing / sample |general |gives opinions.
writing). perspecti |general
ves. opinions.

Based on these findings, the assessment criteria for originality were revised

with the aim of clarifying the descriptors. Specifically, the revision process

[S555

&3t

Paran

= 20

=

7 2026 43 H 6



involved (1) sharing the rationale for high ratings among raters and (2) conducting
rater meetings to solicit feedback, after which the wording of the descriptors was
reconsidered and a revised rubric (Ver. 5; Tables 2.1 and 2.2) was developed. In the
second survey, the writing samples used in the first were re-assessed using the
revised rubric. By comparing the rating results before and after the revision, this
study examined the extent to which rubric descriptors influenced the assessment of
originality, thus addressing RQ3.

It should be noted that the comparison of originality assessments before
and after the rubric revision in this study was positioned as an analytical means to
identify aspects that are more readily shared among raters and those that tend to
invite a wider range of judgments rather than as an attempt to standardize rating
decisions.

Of the two versions of the rubric described above, Table 3 presents an
excerpt of the assessment scale and descriptors for the content dimension of
“Originality” for comparison. Table 3 explicitly illustrates the differences in the

originality criteria before the revision (Ver. 4) and after the revision (Ver. 5).

Table 3  Assessment Criteria and Measurements for “Originality” (Excerpt)

4 3 2 1

They write with a
unique perspective
Originality |and opinions that

Ver.4 others (e.g.,
classmates) do not
possess.

While it offers a
unique perspective,
it's a viewpoint
that anyone could
have written.

It's a unique
perspective, but it's
an opinion anyone
could have written.

It lacks a unique
perspective and
opinion.

Contains two or

Content L
more original

opinions and Contains original [Contains original .
L . - . Contains general
Originality |perspectives that |opinions, but uses |perspectives, but erspectives and
Ver.5 are not found general gives general penepral opinions
elsewhere (e.g., perspectives. opinions. & p ’

classmates' writing
/ sample writing).

Based on Adachi (2020c¢)

The purpose of the revision was to make the judgment criteria for
originality more explicit and to refine the descriptors so that they could be more
readily shared among raters. In particular, with regard to the highest level (Scale 4),
the abstract wording in Ver. 4—“writing with unique perspectives and opinions not

found in others (e.g., classmates)”—was reconsidered. In Ver. 5, this was revised to
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“writing that presents two or more unique opinions and perspectives not found in
others (e.g., classmates/sample compositions),” thereby (1) specifying the referent
for comparison with others and (2) explicitly introducing a criterion of multiplicity

(“two or more™).

2.2 Subject

The raters who participated in the previous surveys were Japanese language
instructors affiliated with Japanese universities with at least five years of teaching
experience in Japanese language education. Teaching experience was set as a
participation criterion to ensure that the assessments were based on sufficient
professional expertise.

Fifteen Japanese language instructors (hereafter referred to as T1-T15 for
convenience) participated in the first survey (Adachi, 2020a; 2020b), and 11 of them
participated in the second survey (Adachi, 2020c). For a comparative analysis
before and after the rubric revision, only assessment data from the 11 raters who
participated in both surveys were used. In both surveys, data were collected and
analyzed to ensure participants’ anonymity.

Both surveys were conducted with the approval of the Ethics Review
Committee of Kwansei Gakuin University (2021-17). Written informed consent was

obtained from all participants prior to data collection.

2.3 Materials

The writing samples assessed in this study were extracted from the
Multilingual Corpus of Japanese as a Second Language (I-JAS), constructed by the
National Institute for Japanese Language and Linguistics
(https://www2.ninjal.ac.jp/jll/Isaj/ihome2.html, accessed November 22, 2025). The
dataset consisted of 27 essays on the theme “Our Eating Habits: Fast Food and
Home Cooking,” collected from classroom settings in Japan (1st to 3rd JJC * JJE).

After proficiency verification using the automatic assessment tool jWriter
(https://jreadability.net/jwriter/, accessed November 22, 2025), 10 essays (S1-S10)
classified as intermediate level in the first survey were selected for analysis (see

Note a). Based on the results of the first assessment, three essays (S3, S5, and S8)
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that exhibited particularly large inter-rater discrepancies in the Content

(Originality) category were selected for analysis in the second survey.

2.4 Procedures

In the first survey, essay assessments were conducted using the content
assessment rubric used at the time (Ver. 4). Each rater read the assigned essays (S1—
S10) and assigned ratings. After recording their ratings, the raters were asked to
provide free-form written explanations, particularly when assigning high originality
ratings. These written explanations were not treated as supplementary information
to the rating scores, but were analyzed as primary data to examine how raters
interpreted and judged originality.

Next, following the sharing of high-rating rationales identified in the first
survey and discussions held during rater meetings, the assessment descriptors
related to originality were reviewed and clarified, and the rubric was subsequently
revised (Ver. 5).

In the second survey, essays S3, S5, and S8 from the original sample were
reassessed using the revised rubric. As in the first survey, rating scores were
collected along with free-form written rationales for assessments. The survey
procedures were kept consistent with those of the first survey to enable a direct
comparison between the assessments conducted before and after the revision of the

rubric.

2.5 Analysis
For the quantitative analysis, the standard deviation (SD) of the rating
scores was calculated for each essay to examine the degree of variability in
originality assessments. In addition, Fleiss’s kappa coefficient (see Note b) was
used as an indicator of inter-rater agreement. The degree of agreement was
examined based on the magnitude of the kappa value and the corresponding z and
p values, with reference to the criteria proposed by Landis & Koch (1977:165).
For the qualitative analysis, free-response data containing assessment
rationales were analyzed using the quantitative text analysis software KH Coder

(https://khcoder.net/, accessed November 22, 2025). To minimize analyst
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subjectivity, terms and assessment rationales that occurred together frequently were
mechanically extracted and organized. This approach was intended to ensure the
objectivity and reproducibility of the analytical process while retaining the

interpretive focus of the qualitative analysis.

3. Results
3.1 Inter-rater Agreement in the Assessment and Rating of Originality
Descriptive statistics were calculated for the 10 essays to examine the
originality ratings in the first survey (Table 4). The SD, which indicates rating
variability, differed substantially across the 10 essays, ranging from 0.49 to 1.22.
S8 exhibited the highest variability (SD = 1.22), whereas S10 exhibited the lowest
variability (SD = 0.49). These results indicate that, even under the same assessment
criteria, the degree of inter-rater variability differs by essay type.
Inter-rater agreement among the 15 instructors was examined using Fleiss’s
kappa (Table 5). The result was « = .03 (z = 1.95, p = .05), indicating that the
agreement did not reach statistical significance at the 5% level and remained very

limited for originality ratings.

Table 4 Content “Originality” Assessment Rankings and Descriptive Statistics

S Min Max M SD

8 1.00 4.00 2.73 1.22
5 1.00 4.00 2.87 1.06
3 1.00 4.00 2.53 1.06
1 1.00 4.00 2.33 0.98
9 1.00 4.00 2.27 0.96
7 1.00 4.00 2.20 0.86
4 1.00 4.00 2.40 0.83
2 1.00 3.00 2.13 0.83
6 1.00 3.00 2.07 0.80
10 1.00 2.00 1.67 0.49

Based on Adachi (2020b)
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Table 5

Fleiss’s k Coefficient Among Raters

Content <0 Poor
Originality 0.00-0.20  Slight
0.03 0.21-0.40 Fair
B 1.95 0.41-0.60 Moderate
: 0.61-0.80 Substantial
0.05 0.81-1.00 Almost
Based on Adachi (2020b) Perfect

Landis & Koch (1977:165)

3.2 Reasons for High Ratings

As shown in Table 4, the largest discrepancies in originality ratings were
observed in essays S3, S5, and S8, all of which had relatively high mean ratings.
Accordingly, these three essays were selected for further analysis, with a focus on
the reasons for their high ratings (4).

Using the text-mining software, KH Coder, words that appeared three or
more times were extracted from the free-response assessment rationales. After
excluding terms included in the rubric descriptors, a co-occurrence network
analysis was conducted. The results showed that five words—health, time,
family/home, cooking, and relationships— appeared frequently and were strongly

interconnected (Table 6).

Table 6  Reasons for Rating “4” on Essay Data for S3, S5, and S8 (Central Terms: Health, Time,

Family/Home, Cooking, Relationship)

Essays Reason for Assessment Raters
It mentions not only health and time savings, but also how homemade meals provide T6
S3 opportunities for family communication.
The point where homemade cooking is linked to family issues. T15
I find the perspective and opinion that cooking at home is for health management, Ts
putting health first, to be unique.
The time-saving cooking techniques are interesting. Amidst the common argument that
fast food has increased with societal development... it's good that it emphasizes health T7
S5 management as important.
It thoughtfully addresses why cooking at home is better for health, acknowledges the
time-consuming drawback of home cooking, and suggests solutions like freezing and T15
refrigerated storage.
What set them apart was how they focused their theme on health aspects. T8
The perspective and opinions on family relationships and child development are T4
uncommon, hence the 4.
It mentions not just the food itself but the process of making it. It's also interesting
88 how it considers different viewpoints, like whether you'd want your own children to T6
eat it, not just whether you'd eat it yourself.
It focuses its perspective on family relationships and food education. T7

Based on Adachi (2020a)

As shown in Table 6, the rationales for high ratings (rating 4) for S3, S5,
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and S8 refer to these multiple terms in interconnected ways. Rather than focusing
on a single point, raters valued essays that linked several perspectives and
developed their arguments across multiple dimensions. In other words, it can be
interpreted that integrating multiple perspectives and opinions contributed to higher
ratings.

Furthermore, the content of the rationales indicated that incorporating
social and relational perspectives—such as balancing health and time management,
as well as addressing family relationships and children’s growth—was commonly
associated with high ratings across multiple raters. Essays were highly rated when
learners reconstructed topics based on their own experiences and interpretations.
This corresponds to the dimension of learners’ original interpretations. Importantly,
these perspectives were not explicitly specified in the descriptors of the revised
rubric; rather, they were inductively derived from the analysis of the raters’ free-

response rationales.

3.3 Changes in the Assessment of Originality Following Rubric Revision
Originality ratings before (Ver. 4) and after (Ver. 5) the revision of the
rubric were compared for essays S3, S5, and S8. As shown in Table 7, the SD
decreased for all three essays in the second survey: from 1.06 to 0.77 for S3, from
1.06 to 0.86 for S5, and from 1.22 to 0.72 for S8. This indicates a partial reduction

in rating variability following the revision.

Table 7 Comparison of SDs for “Originality” Ratings

S3 S5 S8
Before M 2.53 2.87 2.73
revision SD 1.06 1.06 1.22
After M 2.36 3.27 2.82
revision SD 0.77 0.86 0.72

Based on Adachi (2020c)

In contrast, inter-rater agreement, as measured by Fleiss’s kappa, did not
improve (Table 8). The kappa value decreased from « = .03 (z = 1.95, p = .05) in
the first survey to k = .01 (z = 0.19, p = .85) in the second, with both values

remaining below .20. This suggests that, although the rubric revision contributed to
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reducing rating variability, it did not lead to a substantial increase

in inter-rater

agreement.
Table 8 Comparison of Kappa Coefficients Among Raters for Content Originality
Before revision After revision <0 Poor

k 0.03 0.01 0.00-0.20  Slight

z 1.95 0.19 0.21-0.40 Fair

p 0.05 0.85 0.41-0.60 Moderate

. 0.61-0.80  Substantial
Based on Adachi (2020c) 0.81-1.00  Almost Perfect

Landis & Koch (1977:165)

Furthermore, by focusing on S5, which received high ratings but exhibited

the greatest degree of inter-rater discrepancy (Table 7), the rationales for the high

ratings (Rating 4) were compared before and after the rubric revision (Table 9).

Table 9

Comparison of Reasons for High Ratings (“4”) in S5 (Central Terms: Management, Time,

and Cooking)

Raters Before revision After revision
I find the concept of “preparing meals in bulk | The specific amount spent on eating out and the
T4 for the refrigerator and freezer” to be original. | practice of preparing home-cooked meals in
advance differed from other samples.
The perspective and opinion that cooking at | Cooking at home takes time, but you can make
home is for health management and putting | batches and store them. More importantly, you
T5 health first feels unique. should cook at home for health management.
This point is made using two or more
perspectives and opinions.
The time-saving cooking techniques are | The effort put into meal prep, prioritizing
interesting. While many arguments focus on | health, and other strategies clearly reveal one's
T7 how fast food has increased with societal | personal values.
development, emphasizing the importance of
health management is also good.
Focusing the theme on health sets it apart from | The introduction starting with a question was
others. unique and felt original compared to others.
Additionally, it differed from other essays by
T8 . . . . .
objectively stating evidence using phrases like
“it is said that...” and by specifically detailing
solutions to the drawbacks of home cooking.
It thoughtfully addresses why cooking at home | The article effectively covers points such as
is better for health, and how freezing and | how creativity can compensate for the
T15 | refrigerating can compensate for the time- | drawbacks of cooking at home, and the
consuming drawbacks of home cooking. importance of considering nutritional balance
for health-first living.

Based on Adachi (2020c¢)

A comparison of the rationales for S5 shown in Table 9 indicates that the
core criteria underlying high ratings did not change substantially across the two
versions. Co-occurrence network analysis consistently identified three terms—
management, time, and home cooking—as strongly connected both before and after
revision. Five of the ten high-rating rationales included these terms. This suggests
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that interpretations emphasizing practical life management—such as time
management and health management—continued to occupy a central position in
judgments of originality.

At the same time, the post-revision rationales showed an increased
tendency to refer explicitly to the multiplicity of perspectives or opinions and to
differences from others. In this sense, a certain degree of clarification and
organization was observed in the wording of the rationales. This may indicate that
the rubric revision facilitated the verbalization of the criteria to which raters
referred. However, these criteria themselves were already present in the rationales
prior to the revision, and it is difficult to conclude that the interpretive framework
underlying originality assessment underwent substantial change. In other words, the
criteria of multiple perspectives and opinions and learners’ original interpretations
were consistently valued both before and after the revision, while the range of

interpretation associated with these criteria remained broad among raters.

4. Discussion

This study aimed to clarify the nature of inter-rater discrepancies in the
assessment of originality in L2 Japanese writing and to establish a foundation for
theoretical and practical discussion. Based on the three research questions, the
findings reaffirmed that originality is an assessment criterion that is inherently
dependent on raters’ interpretations and therefore prone to fluctuation. The analyses
using standard deviation (SD) and Fleiss’ « (RQ1) demonstrated substantial
variability and consistently low inter-rater agreement, supporting previous research
that has highlighted the difficulty of content-based assessment.

Furthermore, the analysis of the rationales for high ratings (RQ2) suggests
that judgments of originality were not based solely on individual impressions, but
that certain shareable criteria may exist. Specifically, criteria such as multiple
perspectives and opinions and learners’ original interpretations were identified
across the rationales provided by multiple raters. The former pertains to
multiplicity—that is, whether multiple perspectives or opinions are presented—
whereas the latter relates to difference from others, namely, how the interpretation

differs from those found in other students’ essays.
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In contrast, the rubric revision (RQ3), undertaken in response to observed
rating discrepancies, aimed to clarify the descriptors of the assessment criteria. Two
criteria were explicitly articulated: multiplicity, expressed as “two or more opinions
and perspectives are presented,” and difference from others, expressed as “not
found in other students’ essays.” Therefore, it can be interpreted that at least part of
the criteria extracted in RQ2—namely, multiplicity and difference from others—
were explicitly incorporated into the descriptors of the revised rubric.

However, in contrast to the stabilization of ratings indicated by the decrease
in standard deviation (SD), no substantial improvement was observed in Fleiss’ x.
This suggests that even when the descriptors of the assessment criteria were made
explicit, variation remained among raters in how they interpreted the extent to
which the criteria of multiplicity and difference from others were fulfilled. In other
words, although the rubric revision contributed to making the definition of
originality more visible, it did not sufficiently operationalize the level at which
multiplicity and difference from others should be considered satisfied.
Consequently, full sharing of the interpretive framework may not have been
achieved.

In light of these findings, several limitations of this study should be
acknowledged. The number of essays and raters was limited, and caution is
therefore required when generalizing the statistical results. Moreover, the extent to
which the revised rubric descriptors were shared, interpreted, and applied by raters
was not directly examined. This remains a limitation of the study from both

quantitative and qualitative perspectives.

4.1 Future Directions

Future research should conduct large-scale studies involving a greater
number of writing samples and raters. Including raters with diverse educational
backgrounds and teaching experience would allow for a more detailed examination
of the structure of discrepancies in originality assessment. In addition, future
research should adopt a design that explicitly examines how multiple perspectives
and opinions and learners’ original interpretations influence raters’ interpretive

processes and decision-making in originality assessment.
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From a theoretical perspective, further refinement of the concept of
originality itself is required. Clarifying how originality is understood and
operationalized by raters—considering the usage and translation of the term—
would contribute not only to rubric improvement but also to enhancing the overall
validity of content assessment.

From a practical perspective, the findings of this study suggest potential
applications to rater training. Sharing how rubric descriptors are interpreted in
concrete rating situations may help align raters’ understandings and support more

informed and reflective assessment practices.

4.2 Conclusion

This study examined originality assessment in L2 Japanese writing by
focusing on inter-rater agreement, the reasons supporting high ratings, and
differences observed before and after rubric revision. The results showed that
although rubric revision partially reduced rating variability, it did not lead to a
substantial improvement in inter-rater agreement. These findings suggest that while
certain perspectives underlying originality assessment are shared among raters,
considerable variation remains in the interpretation and application of such
perspectives.

These findings suggest that although certain aspects valued in originality
assessment are shared to some extent among raters, variation still exists in how
those aspects are interpreted and applied in judgment. This study provides a
foundation for identifying the challenges inherent in assessing originality and for

exploring directions for future improvement.

Note.

a The composition data for S1 and S3 are no longer publicly available. In addition,
one of the 11 compositions initially classified as intermediate level was reclassified
as advanced level based on a re-examination of proficiency using jWriter and
previous proficiency records. Therefore, this composition was excluded from the

analysis, resulting in a final dataset of 10 compositions.
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b In language education research, Cohen’s kappa coefficient, as implemented in
SPSS, is commonly used to assess inter-rater agreement. However, Cohen’s kappa
is limited to comparisons between two raters; therefore, this study employed
Fleiss’s kappa coefficient which allows for comparisons between three or more
raters. All k values were calculated using the statistical software R (https://www.r-

project.org/, accessed November 22, 2025).
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EINTET, 25, BB, B, E, B, aXFZ U IoEETH L, ZZITO0V T,
F U (azul) (0.667'), A TS (limpido) (0.667) & o 7=iE & I 7338
DBz, AIFICELTIE, HHFEY 2 MW THREZO 11 %" L7 no &3k
ELTWDIENZEEAETHS T, EFIZOWNTIE, W2 (siempre) & dFhjfd
& 72 (0.500) , T BI L CIE AR ol HHEE U 2~ R & FEk, R (bueno)
(0.250) % F ¥ b (cafia dulce) (0.250) & DILENFRD LT,

Subgraph:

Cot Ho4
[Joz Mos
Co3 [Dos

Frequency:

2. 2 RIZKDOWRER

AH TR, BEE OB ST L OEIE 0T 21T o 7o, BHESHTICB W TIE A by
T — RERE LIRS, M A, XN (zumba) 2R H £ <, 6 BIffEbiL Tz,
Z L CHw, H%E7% (dulce) 285 [7], KHh (tierra), \»> % (siempre) . B (oh),
i (corazén), %, ZELWA (amor) NENZN4EE KV, 3EPHILTWVD
HigE L L <, &M, 2 (mujer), ~ U > /N (marimba) . 248 (ilusion) | #&f 72 (fino) .
YO —f (coyol), Z2 (cielo) MNZEIF LTz,

NRC EiEFFEZ MW BE ST W T, BFICE 5 BB EEH, 50,
WirE, R, Bx, BELAH, B, HEO 8 SOREBERIC DB LR, B3

ERE R T, 0.0~1.0 DFEPFH TR SN LITEWIE EILE R R,
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ONNEIZEE, BN HMHFORS T A 7R ERETED LN TWAE Z ERB Do T,
T TIER T 4 TREEDNME L TWAN, JEL A, RY I L os a2 &
X0 bH. Rl o T NRM 72N BN EL TH - 7=,

2. 3 WY —/LOREROEL

azxZ Y THbNLIMOF NG 5 HiZ#EO, KH Coder & R TH#r L7ofER
AT 5L MEER-EREZZ e Lo b LN ®E A & HERD RS
N, @A E LT, &, LWA (amor) & KM (tierra) (LW /4T T EALITAT
BELTWDE, Woh (siempre) M HTICB N THI LTV R, FFEDEE
EROHETH DI HBEERS —EHEZ HEDTVDRO 3 ONET LN D,
E# AL, KH Coder TIEBEEDRIF TH D no NEHLTWITHE DL T, R
TIEHHT A, XN (zumba) % TSz m, KHCoder Tl v b U
=27 XY 6 oOFERMEEIHA L, R TIIABY Y —2OFAIC LD 8 S0
AT TV AR HA LR TH D,

it> T, KH Coder [ZFEREOMIEZ Alfifbd 52 &N TEOREERD, R IX
NRC EIFFEE R EOIEY Y — R % NI B0k dE o0 fi & & &b 35 2 &I
HEFROZENHALNT o T, MFEE, F—&B 20T 288, B 5 Mm%
I ONCT 22 ENTELOMENERICHDLLEFTZDEA D,

2. 4 &
2. 1#i, 2. 2HiBLP2. 3HOMRNDL, £ AW RO TIE
% (amor) . KHi (tierra) ICRDLZFENHP LM EFR LD LNBETEL, £
o IEHBHEFE S HEENICLIEE T T Y EICHEALICEL TS 2 b i

SN E GRS ETE LT D 2N ol

Wi, A X Z ) A FEROBEDFFOALRIERICOWTUT O L 572 2 L3 s
T2, HLIC, MELHELESEZ SO OTIEIR, AEO b Z M
TOHEBN I LN ZD, £72. BV (bueno) BNEAL TWDHAFITTXTHA
EICET2HETHY . ZAREERVEMARBENTWD, ko k52, K
Hi (tierra) MO HTEGAOFLINERIC/R D 2 Enb, AEOBRKRREN A XY
ANZESTHFEY THDLZLETRBLTWD, £lo, aRAX U W OFFHED 15T
HLFEMERBOKMHPRE L OEND, FF (paz). o b (siempre) O I
DEBKAFEIL L TWD & W) BURHIE 2T Tl <. Z OfEBLA % AR VDT

P
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L2LHRLTVD EMIRTE L, 875, X 73 (zumba) °~ VU /% (marimba)
DEEETHRDNRTVWEZ D, LT TR A VARLHERY X LCHLEE
BENTWDZ ENRBIND,

RBICHEREORBE LT, RYT 4 T RIEE 28> TV 208, BIE O R
E0D ., BT TR AFEORESCLDENLENE, T L TRE~OFEERL
TWHEMIRTE D, X AT 4 THRBIEICE L TiE, BELASLRD 72 EOH A2
JEIE LD . AL L WS TENREE BB TH D Z LN G025, - T, e,
FEHLECZHEE LT, RR~OHFLENRAZ 2R > TWOINETH D LR
WmcE 2,

BbHvIZ

AT, 2 A Z ) I EFEOFFZ %512, KH Coder LR &\nvH 2o
DT FAM~A = T FEE R0 24T 0 kR 2 liREt Lz, £ OfE R
KH Coder TIEZHhHGE Y A bRIE R Y N U —2 ODIERIC K 20806, 7F X B
DT —~<HEEEETHZ LN TE, R TIE AEY Y — A& 0RA L, #EHIC
AWM EATD ZEMTELZ ENghole, KON TRHEIZ LT A FZ Y IE%
I BEO X L E B ET 2 ERBLHRBERE OB EMEROKMHERL TVD
EEZEZ BN, HEARKTIE, BESOEVC, MIffl Wo e RO T 4 T REE A RT
HENEMLICHKONRR b, DTN RALICONTHERDLNLTND Z &N RZ
o,

LSEDOEICHEBOTIFA M~ =V 7 FEEAT L 2 &3, KiAMERICE
F DRGSR O XU E @D DA HIETH D Z LR STz, ek,
BERCAHASHEEL PR L ONTE a2 U A SfFsEicxt L, #GE] &
IALT 7 A N EFHEMICHNTTHZ LT, BIORAEZRR LGS Z EBRET
&7z, ABREIE. BRONTEEIEEZ R L LIz TR Th D72, 5% ITx4
M A IR L, BRIV ¥ VA RBID IR Z(TD 2L T, aXZ VW FERIZBIT D
FEEEAE SRR LV IRRIICH NS T O ER B D,

%3 ik
HHpU, 2022, [J-POP OHGFII R EEEZOEAE AT . [H 83 MIKET
FEAE] H AWM = F2. pp. 147-150.
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SR 1 AL

2007 AEDAIFILLSR, K¥EBiAE (S & 3b) E5FETHE 20 50822 F L,
INHOERICARE~DOEHLER L T EIZMREOLBRIEDOIH LD
LOREEEHH L TREY T, ASFHTICHY, TZICoh, BEFOHRLSEDO
THEEZ LTS ESoifAd s, MERKTHL - Lo s A4, TIAT
BT DHHRICE S T ES o RFRFEBEOL L S FE, MEFEOSTELE
X o FEHIT, DL EHVELET,

AAE [FE L] B, ZL<OFICTBEVWERLTETZILEZLLVE-TEY
E e I

(MEZEE Kl #H)
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