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Abstract

We explore the use of long-context capabilities in large language models to cre-
ate synthetic reading comprehension data from entire books. Previous efforts to
construct such datasets relied on crowd-sourcing [1], but the emergence of trans-
formers with a context size of 1 million or more tokens [2] now enables entirely
automatic approaches. Our objective is to test the capabilities of LLMs to analyze,
understand, and reason over problems that require a detailed comprehension of
long spans of text, such as questions involving character arcs, broader themes, or
the consequences of early actions later in the story. We propose a holistic pipeline
for automatic data generation including question generation, answering, and model
scoring using an “Evaluator”. We find that a relative approach, comparing answers
between models in a pairwise fashion and ranking with a Bradley-Terry model,
provides a more consistent and differentiating scoring mechanism than an absolute
scorer that rates answers individually. We also show that LLMs from different
model families produce moderate agreement in their ratings. We ground our ap-
proach using the manually curated NarrativeQA dataset, where our evaluator shows
excellent agreement with human judgement and even finds errors in the dataset.
Using our automatic evaluation approach, we show that using an entire book as con-
text produces superior reading comprehension performance compared to baseline
no-context (parametric knowledge only) and retrieval-based approaches.

1 Introduction

The advent of long-context large language models (LLMs), capable of processing millions of tokens
at once [2], has recently become available, unlocking new potential to rapidly process large amounts
of new data, without the need for re-training or fine-tuning. These models hold the potential to
revolutionize fields like document analysis, historical research, and scientific discovery by enabling
nuanced reasoning over extensive amounts of data.

However, this potential remains largely untapped due to the scarcity of datasets specifically designed
to benchmark and train these advanced reasoning capabilities over long context lengths. Existing
datasets often focus on shorter context lengths with short-form, factual answers and are ill-suited
for evaluating the complex reasoning required to understand and synthesize information from large

Preprint. Under review.

ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

00
17

9v
1 

 [
cs

.C
L

] 
 3

1 
M

ay
 2

02
4



High-quality, 
long-span 
book QAs

…

LLM-as-a-curator:

1. Entity extraction & 
coreference resolution

2. Question generation

LLM-as-an-evaluator:

1. Side-by-side tournament

2. Bradley-Terry ranking

Model 
outputs

Figure 1: Overview of our framework. We use LLM-as-a-curator to generate a high-quality dataset,
and then LLM-as-an-evaluator to rank the performances of a range of models on this dataset. The
whole process incurs very little manual labor from humans, and instead leverages the creation and
judgement power of LLMs.

amounts of data. This lack of suitable benchmarks hinders both the evaluation and improvement of
long-context LLMs.

To address this critical gap, we propose a novel framework for automatically constructing and
evaluating complex question-answering (QA) benchmarks tailored for long-context LLMs. Our
approach specifically focuses on book-based QA, a domain that presents a unique opportunity to
test the limits of long-context reasoning. Books, with their rich narratives and complex character
relationships, demand a deep understanding of both the explicit text and the implicit context. Manually
creating such benchmarks, however, is an arduous task, requiring significant human effort and
expertise, ultimately limiting the scale and complexity of the resulting datasets.

Previous work on long-context QA has developed such benchmarks manually through crowd-
sourcing [1], but this is not easily scalable. We develop a framework using a long-context LLM [2]
to automatically create challenging QA pairs from books, and crucially, to automatically evaluate
performance; Fig. 1 outlines the framework. We validate this framework using a suite of commercial
frontier models, including Gemini 1.5 Pro [3, 2], GPT-4 Turbo [4] and Claude 3 Opus [5] to answer
these questions in no-context (using only parametric knowledge) and retrieval-based settings.

Evaluating long-form answers involving many portions of a long text via human raters is a time-
intensive task that requires expertise in the subject matter and reading comprehension assessment.
This prohibits the manual evaluation of models at scale. Instead, we explore automatic methods
for comparing model performance. We propose both absolute and relative metrics based on using
a model as an attributable-to-identifiable-sources (AIS) system. The absolute approach prompts
an LLM to rate whether a proposed answer is correct, given the question and the book as context.
We find that it gives a good sense of factual accuracy, but does not produce an informative ranking
between models. The relative system prompts a long-context LLM to state which of two proposed
answers is better (or that neither is correct), given the source text. We find that this produces a much
more informative and discriminative ranking across models.

We focus our evaluation on two distinct tasks. First, we focus on two specific books from the PG-19
corpus [6] — Les Misérables (732k tokens) and The Wild Huntress (230k tokens). Our analysis
shows that providing the full book as context provides significantly improved results, both in absolute
and relative terms.

Second, we apply LLMs to the NarrativeQA dataset [1], a manually curated dataset of long-context
QA pairs from books and movie scripts. This dataset, created through crowd-sourcing, serves
as a grounded validation of our approach. Using Gemini 1.5 Pro on the full text, we find strong
agreement between model-based and human answers. Surprisingly, we also find that the Gemini 1.5
Pro-based rater detects a number of incorrect ground-truth answers in the dataset (see Appendix E for
examples).

2 Question Generation

In this section we outline our approach to question generation. We aim to generate questions that
challenge the capabilities of current retrieval-augmented and long-context generative AI models. We
prompt the model to generate questions that require reasoning and synthesis over large spans of input
text (i.e. content of a book), and to answer in a factually accurate and comprehensive way. The
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questions should not ask for localized facts, and instead require the model to incorporate information
from the entire input. Examples of generated questions can be found in Appendix B.

The overall idea is to use a prompt-based method alongside an LLM — in this case, the Gemini 1.5
Pro [2] — to generate questions with selected entities. These entities are typically proper nouns, such
as characters in a fictional book, important locations, or significant events. The entities are extracted
via a coreference resolution system, which outputs the complete coreference chains for each entity.
This method allows us to identify the importance of an entity through its frequency of mention, as
well as to gather all text passages where the entity is not only named but also referred to by a pronoun.

Entity extraction and co-reference resolution. To extract entities and their reference chains, we
apply coreference resolution to books to identify the most frequent entities and occurrences in the
text1. We use the top-ranked coreference resolution system [7] according to Papers with Code2 (May
2024). The system has demonstrated high accuracy across various languages and for languages
unseen during training [7], which is advantageous when dealing with older books due to language
changes over time. An example annotation is formatted as follows: [15 Sire], said [6 M. Myriel], [15
you] are looking at a good man, and [6 I] at a great man.”

Prompt-based question generation. After extracting the entities and their reference chains, we
sort the entities by frequency and go down the list to generate questions involving each entity. Our
goal is to create challenging questions that require the model to reason across large spans of text.
Consequently, we instruct the model to avoid explicit mention of the entities, thus requiring it
to resolve the entities involved. Although datasets like Quoref [8] emphasize resolving referring
expressions, our approach goes further by generating questions that require deeper understanding and
reasoning. Our question generating prompt can be found in Appendix A.1. We generated question
datasets for two books: Les Misérables by Victor Hugo and The Wild Huntress by Mayne Reid. The
texts for these books were sourced from the PG19 dataset [6]. Les Misérables was selected due to its
extensive length, while The Wild Huntress was chosen for its lower popularity and reduced online
presence, making it less likely to be represented in language model training data. This process yielded
1,117 questions for Les Misérables and 1,000 questions for The Wild Huntress.

Limitations At the time of writing, Gemini 1.5 Pro is the only publicly available frontier model
with long-context capabilities. Claude 3 allows for 1M tokens only for specific use cases an upon
inquiry 3. We therefore use Gemini 1.5 Pro in our full context experiments (question generator,
auto-evaluation model), but note that the methodology presented here can just as easily be applied to
any long context model.

Our questions are designed to target specific criteria: difficulty for retrieval-based models, and
requirement of long-span reasoning, but there are other criteria that may be of interest that we do
not focus on here. We note that the methodology can be easily adapted to suit different needs by
changing the question generating prompt in Appendix A.1 as needed.

3 Evaluation Methods

Evaluating answers generated by generative AI models often involves expert human raters, but this
requires the raters to be familiar with the text and involves significant time and costs. Ideally, the
raters would also have expertise in reading comprehension assessment. This makes such evaluation at
scale too costly in practice. Instead, we explore the potential of long-context models to automatically
evaluate answers from different systems. In the literature, automatic evaluation has recently become
more widely adopted and accepted [9–11]. With long-context models, we can create an automatic
evaluator by providing the entire book as context, followed by a question and candidate answer.

1The entity chains allow us to identify relevant passages for an entity through coreferences, even if the entity
is not directly named, enabling the use of shorter inputs that fit within the size constraints of the employed
language model while still providing relevant content.

2https://paperswithcode.com/sota/coreference-resolution-on-ontonotes
3“*1M tokens available for specific use cases, please inquire.”, https://www.anthropic.com/news/

claude-3-family
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We not only seek technical correctness, but also a high level of quality in the model answers. Answers
to a question can be factually correct but may lack sufficient detail or contain unnecessary content.
Factual correctness is typically evaluated on a binary scale, classifying answers as either correct
or incorrect based on a given source. Current frontier models can achieve high factual accuracy
already in no-context settings, particularly for well-known works like Les Misérables (see Section 4).
This high accuracy makes it challenging to differentiate between models using absolute performance
measures, as scores often cluster closely.

We therefore introduce a side-by-side comparison method to assess the quality of answers between
different models and models using different context lengths. Side-by-side comparisons are widely
used in human studies to assess difficult-to-quantify elements in systems. This approach has been
adopted in a number of areas for evaluation, such as ranking conversational LLM performance [12],
preference tuning language models [13], and rating text-to-image models [14, 15].

With this method, we get comparisons between two systems. We convert this into a total ordering
using the well-established Bradley-Terry model [16] to compute a ranking. The strength score from
this can easily be used to compute a probability that an answer from system A is better than the
answer from system B. In the following, we will review absolute ratings for QA and present the
side-by-side evaluation as a complementary approach.

3.1 Ratings with AutoAIS

Attributable to Identified Sources (AIS), a human evaluation method proposed by Rashkin et al. [9]
assigns a binary result to a pair (s, c), where s is a sentence and c = (cℓ, t) is a tuple consisting of a
linguistic context cℓ and an optional time t (some statements are only entailed by the context when
conditioned on a specific time). We chose AutoAIS for its ability to assess the factual grounding of
answers within a large context, specifically the entire book used as the source material.

Given some trusted source text P , AIS is True when s in the context of c at a time t is Attributable
to Identified Sources P otherwise False. This definition is extended by [9] to Attribution of Entire
Utterances or even a multi-sentence utterance U . Then, the utterance is evaluated in a “single shot”.
The latter procedure is simpler and less costly to apply. Following this procedure, AutoAIS has been
used on fine-grained sentence-level data by Gao et al. [10] using Natural Language Inference (NLI)
[17] as a rater, which correlates well with AIS scores [10].

In the context of Question-Answering, the “single shot” attribution method was applied by [11] to
evaluate the performance of a number of QA-systems using the questions of the Natural Question
corpus [18]. For the AutoAIS-score, they use the output of the NLI classifier (1 for attributable vs
0 for non-attributable) if P entails a question-answer pair. The total AutoAIS score is simply the
average of the individual AutoAIS scores in the dataset.

We adapt this method using an entire book as context (cℓ = P ) and the full answers as a multi-
sentence utterance, testing if an answer is attributable to a book. See Appendix A.3 for the prompt.

While AutoAIS provides an absolute measure of factual accuracy, we primarily employ a relative
rating approach using the Bradley-Terry model to compare systems. Side-by-side comparisons
provide a more nuanced assessment as they take into account the answer strengths and weaknesses,
even when factual absolute scores are similar.

3.2 Side-by-Side Evaluation and Ranking with Bradley-Terry Model

We employ Gemini 1.5 Pro with up to 1M token context window as an auto-rater for side-by-side
evaluations. For a given question, this auto-rater compares a pair of answers. Its responses are either
system-A is better, system-B is better or None, if both answers are deemed non-factual (see prompt in
Appendix A.4). Non-factual ratings are excluded from further analysis. To produce a ranking, we
utilize the Bradley-Terry model, which is commonly used in domains like chess and Go to assess
player strength. Here, γ denotes the playing strength or skill of players.

P (i beats j) =
γi

γi + γj
. (1)

By fitting the Bradley-Terry [16, 19, 20] model to our pairwise comparisons, we obtain learned scores
that enable us to rank the models. W captures the results of our side-by-side evaluation process. W
is a matrix where each cell (wij) reflects how often model i outperformed model j.

4



When we generalize to m players, we need to estimate the strength for γ1 . . . γm. The log-likelihood
can be written as,

ℓ(γ) =

m∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

[wij ln γi − wij ln(γi + γj)] . (2)

We can then apply maximum likelihood estimation to learn the γ parameters.

A limitation of the Bradley-Terry model is that it necessitates a number of pairwise evaluations to yield
statistical significance. Given our limited number of systems n, we conduct pairwise comparisons
between all systems, sampling c questions from our datasets, resulting in a total of c · n · (n− 1)/2
LLM calls. In this study we set c to 200. These questions are randomly sampled, and we ensure the
same set of questions is used for all system comparisons. We further randomize the ordering of the
presented answers in the pairwise comparisons to mitigate presentation order as a potential source of
bias. The confidence intervals throughout the paper are estimated via bootstrapping.

4 Evaluation of Automatically Generated QA Datasets

As outlined, our goal is to enable generative AIs to create and evaluate datasets. To this end, we
explore two question-answer datasets from the book Les Misérables and The Wild Huntress (see §2).
We use Gemini 1.5 Pro, GPT-4 Turbo and Claude 3 to answer the questions of both datasets. These
state-of-the-art language models are commonly referred to as frontier models. Due to the limited
context window of some models, we explore Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG) to retrieve
useful passages from the books. This method indexes passages using BM25, a TF-IDF-based retrieval
algorithm [21], and stores the results in an index. For each question, we query BM25, retrieving the
most relevant passages up to a maximum of 4k tokens. To ensure coherent context for the models,
the retrieved passages are arranged chronologically to reflect the book’s timeline. In contrast, Gemini
1.5 Pro can accommodate an entire book, eliminating the need for data pre-processing, indexing, and
retrieval pipelines.

4.1 Evaluating Factual Correctness with AutoAIS

To evaluate the factual accuracy of the generated answers, we use the AutoAIS method described in
Section 3.1. When leveraging the long-context capabilities of Gemini (providing an entire book as
context), we refer to the method as AutoAISG15−FC . Using AutoAISG15−FC , we prompt Gemini
1.5 Pro to determine whether the answer, given the book and the question, is factually correct. We
show prompts for both question answering and AutoAISG15−FC evaluation in Appendix A. Table 1
presents the accuracy and 95% Confidence Intervals (CI)4 for each frontier model and context size.

Table 1: AutoAISG15−FC accuracy and CI, using different LLMs and context sizes.

Context System Les Misérables The Wild Huntress
Accuracy & CI Accuracy & CI

No Context Gemini 1.5 Pro 87.7 ± 1.8 27.3 ± 2.8
4k RAG Claude 3 85.6 ± 2.1 72.2 ± 2.8
4k RAG GPT-4 Turbo 84.6 ± 2.1 72.1 ± 2.8
Full Context Gemini 1.5 Pro 92.2 ± 1.6 90.0 ± 1.9

As shown in Table 1, all LLMs and settings achieve high factual accuracy on the Les Misérables
question set. This is expected, given the book’s widespread popularity, extensive online presence, and
numerous adaptations across various media. The systems likely possess a high level of pre-trained
knowledge about this book. This is in contrast to The Wild Huntress, which is less well-known, as
reflected in lower accuracy scores for smaller context sizes. Despite the dataset for Les Misérables
comprising 1,117 questions, statistically significant accuracy differences (p<0.001) consistently
emerge only when using the entire book as context. For The Wild Huntress, only No context and Full
Context show statistically significant accuracy differences compared to all other settings. This finding

4CI calculated using the standard formula for a Bernoulli distribution: p̂ ± z ·
√

p̂(1− p̂)/n, where n =
number of QA-pairs, p̂ = accuracy, and z = 1.96 (95% CI).

5



suggests that factual accuracy alone may not be a sufficiently discerning metric for evaluating LLM
performance on widely known texts.

Our hypothesis is that the answer quality should also be considered: specifically, whether the answer
is sufficient and provides the right amount of detail.

4.2 Side-by-Side Evaluation and Ranking with the Bradley-Terry Model

We employ the Bradley-Terry Model [16], as outlined in §3.2, to rank frontier models based on their
relative answer quality strengths using no context, RAG 4k and entire book as context.
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Figure 2: Les Miśerables QA-quality ranking.
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Figure 3: The Wild Huntress QA-quality ranking.

The log-odds of model i outperforming model j is represented by the difference of respective scores.
The model strength has a direct mapping to the probability that an answer from Model MA is better
than an answer from MB : P (MA answers better than MB) =

γA

γA+γB
= eβA

eβA+eβB
.

Figure 2 and 3 summarize the results of this evaluation. As expected, providing relevant context
through retrieval improves the answers of the models. When using the entire book Les Misérables
as context, Gemini 1.5 Pro outperforms all other systems by a large margin. For example, given
eβ values shown on top of bars in the Figures, full context Gemini 1.5 Pro provides better answers
than retrieval-augmented generation with 4k tokens using Gemini 1.5 Pro with probability P =

3.4733
3.4733+0.8159 = 0.8097, or in 81% of cases. Using the full book as context with Gemini 1.5 Pro
provides a better answer compared to retrieval-augmented GPT4-Turbo with 4k tokens in 74% of
cases. Similar conclusions can be drawn from the relative scores for The Wild Huntress. Overall,
more context consistently improves performance in comparative evaluation, regardless of whether
there is significant prior parametric knowledge about the book.

5 Analysis of Automatic Raters

In this section, we analyze the reliability of using LLMs as auto-raters in long-context QA tasks. We
first investigate the variability in using different models as auto-raters. We test whether models may
favor outputs from their own family when presented with side-by-side answers. Next, we validate our
approach of using an LLM as an auto-rater by comparing model outputs to gold-standard answers
from the NarrativeQA dataset [1], using the evaluation methods introduced in Section 3.

5.1 Do Auto-Raters prefer their own answers?

To test whether automatic raters exhibit a bias (i.e. prefer their own answers), we designed a 2x2
factorial experiment in which both Gemini 1.5 Pro and GPT-4 Turbo generate answers to a shared set
of questions. Each model then evaluates the full set of answers, including its own. We investigate this
under two conditions: (1) without additional context, and (2) with context retrieved from the source
text. The retrieval-based rater uses prompts which include up to 4k sentence piece tokens retrieved
with BM25 [21] from the book Les Misérables. The query passed to the retriever is the concatenated
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text of the question and the two answers under comparison. The answer sets are from Gemini 1.5 Pro
and GPT-4 Turbo in the no-context setting, which are labeled as system A and system B, respectively.
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Figure 4: Auto-Rater bias analysis. In all matrices System A=Gemini 1.5 Pro, and B=GPT-4 Turbo.

The most difficult scenario for raters is when they must rely solely on their prior knowledge, as
occurs when the model is prompted without additional context in a zero-shot fashion. Figure 4a
shows the heat-map for the no-context raters. The matrix trace indicates 356 agreements out of 500
total trials, resulting in a 71.2% agreement rate. Regarding inter-rater agreement, Cohen’s Kappa is
calculated as κ = 0.302 which is considered fair agreement. In contrast, for the retrieval-augmented
4k-context raters, we observe a higher agreement rate of 75.4% and Cohen’s Kappa is κ = 0.497
indicating moderate agreement. We also evaluated performance swapping the response labels using
System A for GPT-4 Turbo, and System B for Gemini 1.5 Pro (Figure 4c). The results showed similar
agreement rate (76.2%), and Cohen’s Kappa (κ = 0.477). Figure 4d shows self-consistency when
using Gemini 1.5 Pro with the book as context which has 86% agreement and κ = 0.598. This
analysis indicates moderate agreement between Gemini 1.5 Pro and GPT-4, suggesting that both
models could serve as suitable auto-rater, provided they have sufficient context.

5.2 Grounding LLM-as-an-evaluator performance with NarrativeQA

Our goal is to determine if an auto-rater as used in §4, aware only of the context (excluding the
ground-truth answer), produces a similar ranking compared to a rater who has access to correct
answers which call in the ground-truth rater. To this end, we use NarrativeQA [1] which consists of
46, 765 question-answer pairs created from Wikipedia summaries of source texts by human annotators
via crowd-sourcing. These pairs span 1, 567 stories where each story corresponds to either a book or
a movie script. We utilize a randomly sampled set of 500 question-answer pairs from the dataset’s
test split. See Appendix D for examples from the dataset. We use Gemini 1.5 Pro with the entire
book or script as context to answer the questions using the prompt in Appendix A.5.

Ground-truth Raters. To evaluate the correctness of a model ratings of the answers from Nar-
rativeQA, we employ again an LLM-based rater. The rater receives the original question, the
ground-truth answer(s), and a generated response, and is tasked with judging whether the response
is correct. The dataset associates each question with two ground-truth answers. As it is common
practice for this dataset, we rate a model response as correct if the rater evaluates it to match either
of the ground-truth answers. We utilize two ground-truth auto-raters, namely the GPT-4 Rater,
AutoAISGPT−4, and the Gemini 1.5 Pro Rater, AutoAISG15, where the underlying LLM is either
the GPT-4 Turbo model [4] or the Gemini 1.5 Pro model [2], respectively. The prompt is given
in Appendix A.6 A manual inspection of 300 examples shows an agreement of 95% between the
ratings provided by the raters and the ground-truth answers.

In comparison, two additional ground-truth raters are used as baselines: (1) an AutoAIST5
5 rater [9]

trained specifically for rating model responses [22], and (2) a simple semantic similarity rater that
uses the cosine similarity metric in an embedding space (obtained via a universal sentence encoder
model) 6 to measure the similarity of the model response to the ground-truth answers. We find
that these baseline methods are less effective (see Figure 5 (a)), hence we use LLM-based raters as
ground-truth raters for the rest of our analysis.

5The model for AutoAIST5 is https://huggingface.co/google/t5_xxl_true_nli_mixture
6https://www.tensorflow.org/hub/tutorials/semantic_similarity_with_tf_hub_

universal_encoder
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Figure 5: Figure (a) shows the % of times the semantic similarity rater and the AutoAIST5 rater agree
with AutoAISGPT−4. Figure (b) shows the % of times the responses of two models (No context
GPT-4 Turbo and Full context Gemini 1.5 Pro) are correct as rated by the three raters.

Grounding Factual Correctness. To ground the performance of our proposed LLM-based auto-
rater (as used in §4), we employ Gemini 1.5 Pro with full context, AutoAISG15−FC . As defined in §3,
this rater takes as input the entire text, a question, and a model response, and rates the correctness of
the response. We first evaluate how well this entailment rater performs compared to the ground-truth
raters. The prompt is given in Appendix A.7.

The results are shown in Figure 5 (b). We find strong agreement between the two ground-truth LLM
raters. However, AutoAISG15−FC is more optimistic in rating the responses of Gemini 1.5 Pro. We
conduct a manual evaluation of the model responses and discover that many questions in the dataset
contain incorrect ground-truth answers, causing the raters relying exclusively on the ground-truth
answers of the Gemini 1.5 Pro model as close to 65%. The source of the ground-truth errors stem
from the use of Wikipedia summaries to derive the answers.

In many of these erroneous cases, the model response is in indeed entailed by the full context.
The AutoAISG15−FC rater correctly identifies this, and hence we observe the difference in the
absolute numbers as seen in Figure 5 (b) (see Appendix E for several randomly picked examples).
This provides an intriguing prospect that long-context models are indeed able to perform nuanced
self-evaluation.

Grounding Side-by-Side Evaluation and Ranking. We next perform a side-by-side comparison
and ranking with the method detailed in §3.2. We use again GPT-4 Turbo model [4], Claude 3 Opus
[5] and Gemini 1.5 Pro [2]. In each case we use a setup with no context and RAG 4k. We employ
BM25 [21] as before to extract the context for each question, and the same context is used for all the
models. Finally, we use Gemini 1.5 Pro with long context, using the entire book/movie script as input
to answer the question.
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The results are shown in Figure 6 and Figure 7. We see broadly consistent behavior between the
ground-truth rater (Figure 6) and AutoAISG15−FC (Figure 7). In both cases, the no context models
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fall towards the lower end of the ranking (with overlapping CIs), the RAG 4k models fall in the
middle, and full context Gemini 1.5 Pro performs significantly better.

A notable exception is the high rating of RAG 4k Claude 3 according to the AutoAISG15−FC rater.
Claude 3 consistently tends to include additional details in its response, thereby making them more
preferable (even if the other RAG 4k models are also factually correct). See Appendix F for examples
of this behavior. Taken together, these results further validate our hypothesis that long context models
are capable of generating complex questions and can self-evaluate themselves faithfully.

6 Related Work

We introduce a new method for automatically creating long-form reading comprehension datasets
and–crucially–evaluation using large language models. While numerous QA datasets exist to assess
reading comprehension, they typically rely on human annotation and localized, factual content,
limiting their applicability in long-span understanding.

QA datasets. Question answering datasets have long been used in the evaluation of natural language
processing, information retrieval, and other systems [23–26]. These datasets often involve laborious
human annotation [18, 1], and answering them usually does not require a long span of knowledge.
For example, factoid question answering [27–30] only requires locating a text span in an article that
contains the verbatim (or simply paraphrased) answer. Temporal QA datasets [31–33] contain more
challenging, time-dependent answers, however still does not require long-context reasoning ability.
Moreover, existing public QA datasets are almost certainly contained in the training data of modern
LLMs, and hence no longer suitable for ongoing evaluation. As more capable LLMs are released,
more challenging datasets are needed to properly assess their capabilities.

LLM evaluation benchmarks. The development of machine learning models cannot advance with-
out proper evaluation. This is especially true for Large Language Models (LLMs), whose increasing
complexity and broad range of applications demand rigorous assessment. Early work focused on
task-specific benchmarks like GLUE [34] and SuperGLUE [35]. However, the increasing generality
of LLMs has led to the development of more comprehensive benchmarks like MMLU [36] and BIG-
bench [37], which assess performance across a wide range of tasks. Nevertheless, these benchmarks
often rely on relatively short input sequences, potentially overlooking the unique challenges and
capabilities associated with processing long-context inputs.

In recent years, there has been a growing interest in evaluating LLMs in the context of long doc-
uments and extended conversations. This has led to new benchmarks such as long-form question
answering [38, 1], long document summarization [39], and multi-turn dialogue [40]. However, the
existing datasets are still not challenging enough for the state-of-the-art LLMs with 1M token context
lengths. Moreover, the construction of these dataests involve intense manual labor. Instead we present,
for the first time, a fully automated, LLM-assisted long-span benchmark generation framework.

7 Conclusion

This work addresses the crucial need for benchmarks to evaluate long-form reading comprehension of
LLMs. We present a novel approach for automatically constructing and evaluating such benchmarks,
tackling the unique challenges posed by assessing comprehension using large context sizes. Our
framework generates challenging questions from a source text, whose answers require comprehending
long spans of text and outputting multiple sentences in response. We propose both absolute and
relative metrics for evaluating these responses using long-context LLMs as auto-raters.

While absolute evaluations are good for assessing factuality and general correctness, we find that
relative comparisons allow the auto-rater to further emphasize answer quality, providing a more robust
differentiation between models. Long-context LLMs perform extremely well on these evaluations,
even against competing models with a high amount of parametric knowledge of the source text.

We analyze our approach for bias, finding moderate agreement between raters from different model
families, and good performance on the NarrativeQA dataset. In fact, the long-context model was
adept enough to find errors in the dataset that originated in its construction methodology (i.e., use of
Wikipedia summaries).
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Researchers can now build extremely ambitious and challenging long-context benchmarks that can be
used to both evaluate and fine-tune future models, leading to more highly capable and useful systems
that can reason over extremely long documents and media.

References
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A Prompts

A.1 Question generating prompt

{context_text}

I require {num_questions} thought -provoking questions designed to
assess a comprehensive understanding of a fictional text. These
questions should be crafted in a way that encourages indirect
references to characters , settings , and key events , focusing on
their roles rather than their explicit names. The aim is to test
the reader 's ability to identify and interpret these elements
through their contextual importance in the narrative.

Each question should:

1. Use indirect references to characters but they should still
uniquely identifiable.
2. Address the impact of specific events or decisions on the story '
s progression , without directly naming these events.
3. Explore themes and motifs through their representation in the
narrative , rather than explicitly stating them (e.g., 'how the
concept of betrayal is portrayed through the actions of key
characters ').
4. Analyze the narrative structure , such as the effect of the story
's timeline on its unfolding , without directly citing chapter
numbers or specific plot points.
5. Require drawing inferences or understanding symbolism and
imagery , focusing on their effects rather than their direct
descriptions.
6. Focus on your question on '{entity}' without naming it directly ,
please paraphrase it in still uniquely identifiable way.

7. Questions should be meticulously designed to challenge even the
most attentive readers , requiring not just a superficial recall of
the text but a deep and nuanced understanding of its themes ,
intricacies , and subtleties.
8. Format the output in the form of 'Question: <the question >' and
in the next line 'Answer: <the answer >'.

Please list each question along with an answer that demonstrates
deep and contextual understanding of the text and the entities who
you are referring too. Go:

Figure 8: Question generating prompt.
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A.2 Question answering prompts

The following is an Question on the book {title_and_author }.

Please provide a concise and accurate answer to the question. Your
answer should be no longer than 5 sentences , but it can be shorter
if the question can be fully addressed in fewer sentences. Aim for
brevity and relevance in your response.
Question: {question}

Answer:

Figure 9: No-Context question answering prompt.

The book as context for the question:

{context}

Given the context of the book provided above , please provide a
concise and accurate answer to the question. Your answer should be
no longer than 5 sentences , but it should be shorter if the
question can be fully addressed in fewer sentences. Aim for brevity
and relevance in your response. Answer in full sentences , not a

list.
Question: {question}

Answer:

Figure 10: Full-context question answering prompt.

Context for the question:

{context}

Given the passages of the book provided above , please provide a
concise and accurate answer to the question. Your answer should be
no longer than 5 sentences , but it should be shorter if the
question can be fully addressed in fewer sentences. Aim for brevity
and relevance in your response. Answer in full sentences , not a

list.
Question: {question}

Answer:

Figure 11: Retrieved-context question answering prompt.
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A.3 AutoAIS absolute evaluation prompt

Given the context from the text (e.g., book) provided:

{context}

Evaluate if the answer to the question below is supported by the
context. Your judgment should specify whether the answer is correct
: 'yes ' or 'no ',
indicating if the answer is directly supported by the text. Also ,
extract literal passages from the context as evidence to support
your judgment.

Format the result as JSON:
{{
'answer_is_entailed_by_context ': 'yes or no',
'evidence ': [

'extracted passage(s)',
...

]
}}

Question: "{ question }"

Answer: "{ answer }"

Is this answer correct according to the context? Provide your
judgment (yes or no) and the necessary evidence:
{{' answer_is_entailed_by_context ':

Figure 12: AutoAIS absolute evaluation prompt.
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A.4 Relative comparison prompt

Book as context for the following evaluation.
# CONTEXT

{context}

# CONTEXT END

# TASK

You will conduct a side -by-side evaluation. You will receive two
answers for each question.

## Evaluation criteria

*Accuracy *: The primary consideration is that a system should
provide only correct statements based on the above context , which
need to be factually correct (not hallucinated).
If one system provides correct statements and the other does not ,
the system with correct statements is considered better. If both
systems A and B provide statements that are not correct ,
then the rating is 'None ' when one or more statements in A and B
are incorrect according to the context.

To evaluate the systems side by side , rank the system that fulfills
the following criteria better:

*Relevance *: Do the answers directly address the questions without
providing unnecessary information?
*Detail *: Are the answers detailed enough to provide a full
understanding of the topic?
*Clarity *: How clear and understandable are the answers?

## Evaluation

Question: "{ question }"

## System outputs:

Answer A: "{ system_answer_A }"

Answer B: "{ system_answer_B }"

## System rating

Please rate the systems either with 'A is better ', 'B is better ' or
'None '. Provide explanations and evidence for your rating. Support
your explanations and evidence with excerpts from the context.

Format the result as JSON:
{{
'system is better ': 'A is better|B is better|None ',
'evidence ': [

'explanations and evidence supporting the rating with excerpts
from the context ',

...
]
}}

Figure 13: Relative comparison prompt for running side-by-side evaluations.
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A.5 Question answering prompts used for the Narrative QA dataset

Here is a question related to the {movie/book} {title }.

Question: {q}

Please provide a short answer to the question in at most one
sentence.

Answer:

Figure 14: No-context question answering prompt.

Here are certain passages that are from either a movie script or a
book.

{context}

Based on the above context here is a question.

Question: {q}

Please provide a short answer to the question in at most one
sentence.

Answer:

Figure 15: Retrieved context question answering prompt.

Here is a piece of text that is either a movie script or a book.

{text}

Based on the above text here is a question.

Question: {q}

Please provide a short answer to the question in at most one
sentence.

Answer:

Figure 16: Full context question answering prompt.
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A.6 Ground truth rater prompts used for the Narrative QA dataset

Here is a question.

Question: {q}

Here are two answers to the question.

Answer 1: {a1}

Answer 2: {a2}

Answer 1 is the ground truth answer and Answer 2 is the proposed
answer as
suggested by a student. Given that Answer 1 is the truth , judge
whether Answer 2 is correct.
Answer 2 should be *very* similar to Answer 1, but may differ
slightly in how it is worded.
However , Answer 2 should not directly contradict any facts or
information from Answer 1.

Is Answer 2 correct? Respond with only yes or no.

Figure 17: Ground truth absolute rater prompt.
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# TASK

You will conduct a side -by-side evaluation. You will receive two
cadidate answers for each question.
You will also receive a groud truth answer for the question.

## Evaluation criteria

*Accuracy *: The primary consideration is that a system should
provide only correct statements based on the ground truth answer.
If one system provides correct statements and the other does not ,
the system with correct statements is considered better. If both
systems A and B provide statements that are not correct ,
then the rating is 'None '. If both systems provide statements that
are correct , then the rating is 'Equal '.

## Evaluation

Question: "{ question }"

Ground truth answer: "{ answer }"

## System outputs:

Answer A: "{ system_answer_A }"

Answer B: "{ system_answer_B }"

## System rating

Please rate the systems either with 'A is better ', 'B is better ' ,
'None ' or 'Equal '. Provide explanations and evidence for your
rating.

Format the result as JSON:
{{
'system is better ': 'A is better|B is better|None|Equal ',
'evidence ': [

'explanations and evidence supporting the rating ',
...

]
}}

Your evaluation:
{{
'system is better ':

Figure 18: Ground truth side-by-side rater prompt.
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A.7 AutoAIS rater prompts used for the Narrative QA dataset

Given the context from the text (e.g., book or movie script)
provided:

{context}

Evaluate if the answer to the question below is supported by the
context. Your judgment should specify whether the answer is correct
: 'yes ' or 'no ',
indicating if the answer is directly supported by the text. Also ,
extract literal passages from the context as evidence to support
your judgment.

Format the result as JSON:
{{
'answer_is_entailed_by_context ': 'yes or no',
'evidence ': [

'extracted passage(s)',
...

]
}}

Question: "{ question }"

Answer: "{ answer }"

Is this answer correct according to the context? Provide your
judgment (yes or no) and the necessary evidence:
{{' answer_is_entailed_by_context ':

Figure 19: Auto-rater absolute rater prompt.

28



Book or movie script as context for the following evaluation.
# CONTEXT

{context}

# CONTEXT END

# TASK

You will conduct a side -by-side evaluation. You will receive two
candidate answers for each question.

## Evaluation criteria

*Accuracy *: The primary consideration is that a system should
provide only correct statements based on the context above.
If one system provides correct statements and the other does not ,
the system with correct statements is considered better. If both
systems A and B provide statements that are not correct ,
then the rating is 'None '. If both systems provide statements that
are correct , then the rating is 'Equal '.

## Evaluation

Question: "{ question }"

## System outputs:

Answer A: "{ system_answer_A }"

Answer B: "{ system_answer_B }"

## System rating

Please rate the systems either with 'A is better ', 'B is better ' ,
'None ' or 'Equal '. Support your explanations and evidence with
excerpts from the context.

Format the result as JSON:
{{
'system is better ': 'A is better|B is better|None|Equal ',
'evidence ': [

'explanations and evidence supporting the rating ',
...

]
}}

Your evaluation:
{{
'system is better ':

Figure 20: Auto-rater side-by-side evaluation prompt.

B Examples of generated questions

B.1 Les Misérables Questions
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Character & Relationships

• How does the relationship between the "fallen woman" and the "man of God" shape the trajectory
of the "redeemed soul"?

• How does the encounter with the "man who was not even a dog" influence the former master of the
state’s path towards personal redemption?

• How does the "child of the shadows"navigate the complexities of love and societal expectations
after leaving the "austere and gloomy edifice"?

• How does the "man of the law" reconcile his unwavering belief in the "black and white" of justice
with the "shades of gray" presented by the "man of the people"?

• How does the relationship between the "fallen woman" and the "man of God" shape the protagonist’s
journey towards redemption?

Symbolism & Imagery

• How does the "stolen loaf" incident impact the protagonist’s perception of justice and shape his
future actions?

• How does the "silverware" symbolize the protagonist’s internal struggle between his past and his
desire for a new life?

• How does the "underground labyrinth" function as both a refuge and a symbol of the protagonist’s
internal struggles?

• How does the recurring image of light and darkness function as a symbol throughout the narrative,
reflecting the characters’ internal struggles and the broader societal conflicts?

• How does the author employ the imagery of "light" and "darkness" to symbolize the struggle
between good and evil, both within individuals and in society as a whole?

Theme & Social Commentary

• How is the theme of societal injustice explored through the contrasting experiences of the protago-
nist and the female characters in the story?

• How does the author utilize the setting of the Parisian underworld, with its unique language and
customs, to explore the hidden realities of poverty and social exclusion?

• How is the theme of societal injustice explored through the contrasting experiences of two groups
of characters: those who have transgressed the law and those who have not?

• How does the "innocent child who was hung up by the armpits" challenge the notion of divine right
and the inherent goodness of those in power?

• How is the theme of societal injustice explored through the experiences of a young woman forced
into a life of hardship and degradation?
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Narrative & Structure

• How does the narrative structure, with its frequent shifts in time and perspective, contribute to
the reader’s understanding of the characters’ motivations and the complex web of interconnected
destinies?

• How does the non-linear narrative structure, with its frequent flashbacks and shifts in perspective,
contribute to the reader’s understanding of the characters’ motivations and the complex web of
relationships that bind them together?

• How does the "revolution arrested midway" reflect the ongoing struggle between societal progress
and the forces of the past?

Sacrifice & Redemption

• How does the protagonist’s ultimate sacrifice, driven by his love for a young woman, demonstrate
the transformative power of love and its ability to redeem even the most broken souls?

• How does the "final sacrifice" of the protagonist illuminate the themes of love, redemption, and the
enduring power of the human spirit?

Table 2: 20 examples of generated questions for Les Misérables, grouped by different question
themes, analyzed post hoc.

31



B.2 The Wild Huntress Questions

Character Relationships & Dynamics

• How does the narrative portray the complex relationship between the two sisters, highlighting their
contrasting personalities and the impact of their shared past?

• How does the protagonist’s initial encounter with the younger sibling transform his perspective on
life and influence his subsequent actions?

• How does the narrative portray the complex relationship between the protagonist and the elder
sibling of their beloved, highlighting the shift from initial mistrust to a strong alliance?

Betrayal & Deception

• How does the concept of betrayal manifest through the actions of key characters, particularly the
religious figure and the father, and how does it impact the lives of the two sisters?

• How does the story explore the concept of betrayal through the actions of key characters, particularly
those who manipulate others for personal gain?

• How does the recurring motif of the "wolf" symbolize the predatory nature of certain characters
and the dangers faced by the sisters, particularly the younger one?

Setting & Atmosphere

• How does the setting of the "mountain parks," with its contrasting landscapes of beauty and danger,
reflect the conflicting emotions and experiences of the characters?

• How does the story’s setting, particularly the contrast between the wilderness and settlements,
contribute to the development of key themes?

• How does the setting of the American West, with its vast landscapes and encounters with both
natural and human dangers, contribute to the themes of isolation, resilience, and the pursuit of
happiness?

Narrative Structure & Symbolism

• How does the story’s non-linear timeline, with its shifts between past and present, contribute to the
unfolding of the narrative and the development of key characters?

• How does the narrative structure, with its shifting perspectives and interwoven storylines, contribute
to the suspense and intrigue of the plot?

• How does the symbolism of the "bell-flower" contribute to the development of the romantic
relationship between the protagonist and the younger sibling, and how does its fate foreshadow
future challenges?
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Individual Character Arcs & Motivations

• How does the younger sibling’s act of leaving a written message reveal her character and influence
the course of events?

• How does the impulsive act of affection in the flowery glade set in motion a chain of events that
alters the course of several lives?

• The military man who embarks on a journey driven by love rather than gold, how does his past
experience shape his approach to the challenges he faces in the wilderness?

Broader Themes & Messages

• How does the story explore the clash between traditional values and the allure of new ideologies,
particularly through the portrayal of the Mormon community?

• How does the story explore the tension between civilized society and the wilderness, particularly
through the experiences of the narrator and the contrasting lifestyles of the two families?

• How does the story explore the theme of redemption through the actions of characters who confront
their past mistakes and seek to make amends?

Specific Details

• How does the protagonist’s encounter with the dead horse near the squatter’s abandoned cabin
serve as a crucial turning point in the narrative, providing vital information and intensifying the
urgency of their pursuit?

• How does the elder sibling’s transformation into a "wild huntress" reflect her resilience and
determination in the face of adversity?

Table 3: 20 examples of generated questions for The Wild Huntress, grouped by different question
themes, analyzed post hoc.
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C Examples of side-by-side comparisons

C.1 Les Misérables Example 1: Gemini 1.5 Pro Full-Context vs GPT 4 Turbo No-Context

Question

How does the relationship between the "fallen woman" and the "man of God" shape
the trajectory of the "redeemed soul"?

System A: Gemini 1.5 Pro (Full-Context) Answer

The relationship between Fantine, the "fallen woman," and Bishop Myriel, the "man
of God," profoundly shapes Jean Valjean’s path to redemption. Bishop Myriel’s
act of mercy and forgiveness, exemplified by his gifting of the silver candlesticks
to Jean Valjean despite the theft, awakens a dormant conscience in the ex-convict.
Fantine’s suffering and tragic fate, a consequence of societal injustices, further
fuels Jean Valjean’s desire to live a virtuous life. He vows to become an honest man
and dedicates himself to helping others, particularly Cosette, Fantine’s daughter.
Thus, Fantine and Bishop Myriel, though absent for much of the narrative, act as
guiding forces in Jean Valjean’s journey toward moral and spiritual transformation.

System B: GPT-4 Turbo (No-Context) Answer

In "Les Misérables," the relationship between the "fallen woman," Fantine, and
the "man of God," Bishop Myriel, significantly influences the trajectory of the
"redeemed soul," Jean Valjean. Although Bishop Myriel and Fantine never meet,
the Bishop’s act of mercy towards Valjean sets the foundation for Valjean’s transfor-
mation and redemption. Inspired by the Bishop’s compassion, Valjean resolves to
live a life of kindness and integrity. This change in Valjean directly affects Fantine,
as he promises to care for her daughter, Cosette, ultimately altering both their lives.
Thus, the Bishop’s influence on Valjean extends to Fantine and shapes Valjean’s
journey from a hardened convict to a compassionate guardian, illustrating the ripple
effect of grace and redemption.
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Model Analysis

"{
'system is better': 'A is better',
'evidence': [

'Answer A is more accurate in its portrayal of the
relationship between Fantine and Jean Valjean. It correctly
states that Fantine\'s suffering and tragic fate, witnessed
by Jean Valjean, contribute to his desire for a virtuous
life. Answer B incorrectly states that Bishop Myriel and
Fantine never meet. They do, in fact, meet when Jean
Valjean, as Monsieur Madeleine, rescues Fantine from being
arrested by Javert.',
'Excerpt from the text supporting A: ""So the monk\'s widow
was good for something. But M. Madeleine had heard nothing
of all this. Life is full of just such combinations of
events. M. Madeleine was in the habit of almost never
entering the women\'s workroom.""',
'Excerpt from the text supporting A: ""Jean Valjean left the
town as though he were fleeing from it. He set out at a very
hasty pace through the fields, taking whatever roads and
paths presented themselves to him, without perceiving that
he was incessantly retracing his steps. He wandered thus the
whole morning, without having eaten anything and without
feeling hungry. He was the prey of a throng of novel
sensations. He was conscious of a sort of rage; he did not
know against whom it was directed. He could not have told
whether he was touched or humiliated. There came over him at
moments a strange emotion which he resisted and to which he
opposed the hardness acquired during the last twenty years
of his life. This state of mind fatigued him. He perceived
with dismay that the sort of frightful calm which the
injustice of his misfortune had conferred upon him was
giving way within him. He asked himself what would replace
this. At times he would have actually preferred to be in
prison with the gendarmes, and that things should not have
happened in this way; it would have agitated him less.
Although the season was tolerably far advanced, there were
still a few late flowers in the hedge-rows here and there,
whose odor as he passed through them in his march recalled
to him memories of his childhood. These memories were almost
intolerable to him, it was so long since they had recurred
to him. Unutterable thoughts assembled within him in this
manner all day long."" '

]
}"
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C.2 Les Misérables Example 2: Gemini 1.5 Pro Full-Context vs Gemini 1.5 Pro 4k
Retrieved-Context

Question

How does the relationship between the "fallen woman" and the "man of God" shape
the trajectory of the "redeemed soul"?

System A: Gemini 1.5 Pro (Full-Context) Answer

The relationship between Fantine, the "fallen woman," and Bishop Myriel, the "man
of God," profoundly shapes Jean Valjean’s path to redemption. Bishop Myriel’s
act of mercy and forgiveness, exemplified by his gifting of the silver candlesticks
to Jean Valjean despite the theft, awakens a dormant conscience in the ex-convict.
Fantine’s suffering and tragic fate, a consequence of societal injustices, further
fuels Jean Valjean’s desire to live a virtuous life. He vows to become an honest man
and dedicates himself to helping others, particularly Cosette, Fantine’s daughter.
Thus, Fantine and Bishop Myriel, though absent for much of the narrative, act as
guiding forces in Jean Valjean’s journey toward moral and spiritual transformation.

System B: Gemini 1.5 Pro (4k Retrieved-Context) Answer

The text provided does not mention a "fallen woman" or a "man of God" in the
context of a "redeemed soul." Therefore, I cannot answer your question using the
given text. Please provide the relevant passages for an accurate response.

Model Analysis

"{
'system is better': 'A is better',
'evidence': [
'Answer A accurately identifies the ""fallen woman"" as
Fantine and the ""man of God"" as Bishop Myriel, and
correctly explains their impact on Jean Valjean\'s
redemption.',
'Answer B claims the text does not mention these figures in
the context of a ""redeemed soul,"" which is incorrect. The
entire first volume, ""Fantine,"" details this relationship
and its impact on Jean Valjean.',
'For example, the text states: ""What had taken place in
that soul? ...He was, as we have said, an ignorant man, but
he was not a fool. The light of nature was ignited in him.
Unhappiness, which also possesses a clearness of vision of
its own, augmented the small amount of daylight which
existed in this mind. Beneath the cudgel, beneath the chain,
in the cell, in hardship, beneath the burning sun of the
galleys, upon the plank bed of the convict, he withdrew into
his own consciousness and meditated."" This passage, and
many others throughout the first volume, show how Fantine\'s
suffering and the Bishop\'s mercy contribute to Jean
Valjean\'s internal transformation.',
'Answer A is also more relevant, detailed, and clear in its
explanation.'

]
}"
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C.3 Les Misérables Example 3: Claude 3 4k Retrieved-Context vs Gemini 1.5 Pro
Full-Context

Question

How does the relationship between the "fallen woman" and the "man of God" shape
the trajectory of the "redeemed soul"?

System A: Claude 3 (4k Retrieved-Context) Answer

Based on the passages provided, the relationship between Jean Valjean, a former
criminal, and the Bishop shapes Jean Valjean’s trajectory of redemption. The
Bishop’s kindness and forgiveness towards Jean Valjean, despite his past, sparks a
transformation in Jean Valjean’s soul. The Bishop sees the divine potential in Jean
Valjean and encourages him to become an honest man, symbolically "buying" his
soul for God. This act of grace sets Jean Valjean on a path of redemption, where
he struggles with his conscience but ultimately chooses to live a life of virtue and
selflessness.

System B: Gemini 1.5 Pro (Full-Context) Answer

The relationship between Fantine, the "fallen woman," and Bishop Myriel, the "man
of God," profoundly shapes Jean Valjean’s path to redemption. Bishop Myriel’s
act of mercy and forgiveness, exemplified by his gifting of the silver candlesticks
to Jean Valjean despite the theft, awakens a dormant conscience in the ex-convict.
Fantine’s suffering and tragic fate, a consequence of societal injustices, further
fuels Jean Valjean’s desire to live a virtuous life. He vows to become an honest man
and dedicates himself to helping others, particularly Cosette, Fantine’s daughter.
Thus, Fantine and Bishop Myriel, though absent for much of the narrative, act as
guiding forces in Jean Valjean’s journey toward moral and spiritual transformation.
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Model Analysis

"{
'system is better': 'B is better',
'evidence': [

'Answer B is more relevant to the question, as it accurately
identifies both Fantine and Bishop Myriel as the ""fallen
woman"" and ""man of God"" respectively, and explains their
influence on Jean Valjean\'s redemption.',
'Answer A focuses solely on the Bishop\'s influence,
neglecting Fantine\'s significant role. While the Bishop\'s
act of grace is crucial, Fantine\'s suffering and Jean
Valjean\'s promise to her are equally important motivators
for his transformation.',
'Answer B provides more detail and clarity by highlighting
specific examples, such as the gifting of the candlesticks
and Jean Valjean\'s dedication to Cosette. This provides a
more comprehensive understanding of the complex dynamics at
play.',
'For example, the text states: ""The man was ruined. He was
shortly to be tried at Aix with his accomplice. They were
relating the matter, and each one was expressing enthusiasm
over the cleverness of the magistrate. By bringing jealousy
into play, he had caused the truth to burst forth in wrath,
he had educed the justice of revenge. The Bishop listened to
all this in silence. When they had finished, he inquired,--
\'Where are this man and woman to be tried?\'""',
'This passage demonstrates the Bishop\'s unique perspective
on justice and mercy, which deeply impacts Jean Valjean.
Similarly, Fantine\'s plight and Jean Valjean\'s promise to
her are central to his journey: ""Jean Valjean, my brother,
you no longer belong to evil, but to good. It is your soul
that I buy from you; I withdraw it from black thoughts and
the spirit of perdition, and I give it to God.""',
'Answer B captures these nuances more effectively, making it
a better response.'

]
}"
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C.4 The Wild Huntress Example 1: Gemini 1.5 Pro Full-Context vs GPT 4 Turbo No-Context

Question

How does the protagonist’s encounter with the huntress in the mountain ravine
reveal a surprising connection to their own pursuit and introduce a new layer of
complexity to the narrative?

System A: Gemini 1.5 Pro Full-Context Answer

The protagonist’s encounter with the huntress, Marian, in the mountain ravine
reveals a surprising connection to his pursuit of Lilian as she is revealed to be
Lilian’s sister. Marian’s story of being deceived and nearly abducted by a Mormon
named Stebbins confirms the protagonist’s suspicions about Lilian’s situation. This
connection not only deepens the protagonist’s determination to rescue Lilian but
also adds a layer of personal urgency and emotional complexity to the narrative.
Marian’s presence as a skilled huntress and knowledgeable ally further complicates
the rescue mission, as her involvement carries significant risks due to her past
relationship with Stebbins.
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System B: GPT-4 Turbo No-Context Answer

In "The Wild Huntress," the protagonist’s encounter with the huntress in the moun-
tain ravine reveals a surprising connection as they discover shared objectives in
their respective pursuits. This encounter not only adds a personal dimension to
their goals but also introduces romantic elements and moral dilemmas, thereby
complicating the narrative. The protagonist, initially on a pursuit distinct from the
huntress, finds their paths intertwined, which magnifies the stakes and challenges
of their adventures. This intersection of goals and burgeoning relationships deepens
the plot and enhances the complexity of the story, leading to new conflicts and
alliances that drive the narrative forward.

Model Analysis

{
'system is better': 'A is better',
'evidence': [
'Answer A accurately identifies the huntress as Marian Holt
and correctly states that she is Lilian's sister, as revealed
in Chapter 71: ""I think it high time they looked to their own
lives, without being so particular about that of their
prisoner. Santissima Virgen! As I live, there's a woman among
them!"" ""Yes--I see her--I know her. Her presence explains
why they are taking him alive."" ""You know her?"" ""And him
too. Poor fellow! I hope she will befriend him; but--""',
'Answer A correctly points out that Marian's story confirms
the protagonist's suspicions about Lilian's situation, as
detailed in Chapter 76: ""Virgen Santa! for the harem of the
Mormon prophet!""',
'Answer A accurately mentions the risks associated with
Marian's involvement due to her past relationship with
Stebbins, as highlighted in Chapter 89: ""As for Marian Holt,
hers would be a position of positive danger--even equalling
that in which her sister was now placed. Stebbins could claim
her--if not by a true husband's right, at least by the laws of
Mormon matrimony; and of course by those laws would the case
be judged in a Mormon camp--the apostle himself being their
interpreter!""',
'Answer B provides a more generic and less accurate account of
the encounter. It fails to identify the huntress as Marian and
doesn't mention the crucial connection to Stebbins and the
Mormon plot. While it touches upon the introduction of
romantic elements and moral dilemmas, it lacks the specific
details and accuracy present in Answer A.'
]
}
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C.5 The Wild Huntress Example 2: Gemini 1.5 Pro Full-Context vs GPT 4 Turbo No-Context

Question

How does the elder sister’s transformation from a victim of betrayal to a skilled
huntress symbolize resilience and the power of self-reliance in overcoming adver-
sity?

System A: Gemini 1.5 Pro Full-Context

Marian Holt’s transformation into a skilled huntress symbolizes her resilience and
strength in the face of betrayal and adversity. After being deceived by her lover and
forced into a sham marriage, she escapes into the wilderness and embraces a life
of self-reliance. Through her mastery of hunting and survival skills, she reclaims
her agency and finds empowerment in the face of hardship. This transformation
highlights the potential for personal growth and the ability to overcome challenges
through self-determination. Marian’s journey embodies the idea that even in the
face of betrayal and loss, one can find strength and forge a new path.

System B: GPT-4 Turbo No-Context

In "The Wild Huntress" by Mayne Reid, the elder sister’s transformation from a
victim of betrayal to a skilled huntress symbolizes resilience and self-reliance by
showcasing her ability to adapt and thrive in a challenging environment. After being
betrayed, she does not succumb to victimhood but instead learns hunting skills
that enable her to survive and protect herself in the wilderness. This shift not only
illustrates her personal growth and empowerment but also highlights the theme that
adversity can be a catalyst for developing strength and self-sufficiency. Her mastery
of hunting, traditionally seen as a male domain, further underscores her break
from dependency towards independence and self-reliance. This transformation is
emblematic of her reclaiming control over her life and destiny.

Model Analysis

B is better
Both answers accurately capture the essence of Marian's
transformation and how it symbolizes resilience and
self-reliance. However, Answer B provides a more nuanced and
detailed analysis.
Answer B specifically highlights how Marian's mastery of
hunting, "traditionally seen as a male domain," underscores
her shift from dependency to independence. This detail, rooted
in the context of the story, adds a layer of depth to the
analysis that Answer A lacks.
For example, the text states: "Although there is nothing
masculine in this young girl’s beauty, a single glance at her
features impresses you with the idea of a character of no
ordinary kind—a nature more resolute than tender—a heart
endowed with courage equalling that of a man." This excerpt
supports Answer B's point about Marian embracing a
traditionally male domain.
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C.6 The Wild Huntress Example 3:Gemini 1.5 Pro Full-Context vs Claude 3 No-Context

Question

How does the protagonist’s encounter with the huntress in the mountain ravine
reveal a surprising connection to their own pursuit and introduce a new layer of
complexity to the narrative?

System A: Gemini 1.5 Pro Full-Context

The protagonist’s encounter with the huntress, Marian, in the mountain ravine
reveals a surprising connection to his pursuit of Lilian as she is revealed to be
Lilian’s sister. Marian’s story of being deceived and nearly abducted by a Mormon
named Stebbins confirms the protagonist’s suspicions about Lilian’s situation. This
connection not only deepens the protagonist’s determination to rescue Lilian but
also adds a layer of personal urgency and emotional complexity to the narrative.
Marian’s presence as a skilled huntress and knowledgeable ally further complicates
the rescue mission, as her involvement carries significant risks due to her past
relationship with Stebbins.
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System B: Claude 3 No-Context

In the mountain ravine, the protagonist unexpectedly encounters the mysterious
huntress they have been pursuing. This meeting reveals that the huntress is actually
the protagonist’s long-lost sister, adding a surprising familial connection to their
chase. The discovery introduces a new layer of complexity to the narrative, as the
protagonist must now navigate both the external challenges of the hunt and the
internal emotional turmoil of this revelation. This unexpected twist deepens the
story’s themes of identity, family, and the blurring of lines between hunter and
hunted.

Model Analysis

{
'system is better': 'A is better',
'evidence': [
'Answer A accurately identifies the huntress as Marian Holt
and correctly states that she is Lilian's sister, as revealed
in Chapter 71: ""I think it high time they looked to their own
lives, without being so particular about that of their
prisoner. Santissima Virgen! As I live, there's a woman among
them!"" ""Yes--I see her--I know her. Her presence explains
why they are taking him alive."" ""You know her?"" ""And him
too. Poor fellow! I hope she will befriend him; but--""',
'Answer A correctly points out that Marian's story confirms
the protagonist's suspicions about Lilian's situation, as
detailed in Chapter 76: ""Virgen Santa! for the harem of the
Mormon prophet!""',
'Answer A accurately mentions the risks associated with
Marian's involvement due to her past relationship with
Stebbins, as highlighted in Chapter 89: ""As for Marian Holt,
hers would be a position of positive danger--even equalling
that in which her sister was now placed. Stebbins could claim
her--if not by a true husband's right, at least by the laws of
Mormon matrimony; and of course by those laws would the case
be judged in a Mormon camp--the apostle himself being their
interpreter!""',
'Answer B provides a more generic and less accurate account of
the encounter. It fails to identify the huntress as Marian and
doesn't mention the crucial connection to Stebbins and the
Mormon plot. While it touches upon the introduction of
romantic elements and moral dilemmas, it lacks the specific
details and accuracy present in Answer A.'
]
}

43



C.7 The Wild Huntress Example 4:Gemini 1.5 Pro Full-Context vs Claude 3 No-Context

Question

How does the elder sister’s transformation from a victim of betrayal to a skilled
huntress symbolize resilience and the power of self-reliance in overcoming adver-
sity?

System A: Gemini 1.5 Pro Full-Context

Marian Holt’s transformation into a skilled huntress symbolizes her resilience and
strength in the face of betrayal and adversity. After being deceived by her lover and
forced into a sham marriage, she escapes into the wilderness and embraces a life
of self-reliance. Through her mastery of hunting and survival skills, she reclaims
her agency and finds empowerment in the face of hardship. This transformation
highlights the potential for personal growth and the ability to overcome challenges
through self-determination. Marian’s journey embodies the idea that even in the
face of betrayal and loss, one can find strength and forge a new path.

System B: Claude 3 No-Context

In The Wild Huntress, the elder sister’s transformation symbolizes resilience and
self-reliance as she overcomes the betrayal and abandonment by her lover. She
channels her pain and anger into mastering the skills of hunting, becoming fiercely
independent and self-sufficient in the wilderness. This transformation showcases
her inner strength and ability to adapt and thrive in the face of adversity. Through
her journey, she emerges as a powerful and resilient figure, no longer defined by
her past victimhood but by her newfound identity as a skilled huntress.

Model Analysis

{
'system is better': 'A is better',
'evidence': [
'Both answers accurately address the question and provide
relevant information about Marian's transformation into a
skilled huntress. They both highlight her resilience and
self-reliance in overcoming adversity.',
'However, Answer A provides a slightly more detailed and
nuanced explanation. It mentions specific details from the
story, such as Marian being ""forced into a sham marriage""
and ""escaping into the wilderness,"" which helps to better
illustrate her journey of resilience. It also emphasizes the
theme of ""reclaiming her agency"" and ""finding
empowerment,"" which adds depth to the analysis.',
'Answer B, while accurate, is slightly more generic in its
language and doesn’t provide as much specific evidence from
the text to support its claims.'
]
}
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C.8 The Wild Huntress Example 5: Gemini 1.5 Pro Full-Context vs Gemini 1.5 Pro 4k
Context

Question

How does the protagonist’s encounter with the huntress in the mountain ravine
reveal a surprising connection to their own pursuit and introduce a new layer of
complexity to the narrative?

System A: Gemini 1.5 Pro Full-Context

The protagonist’s encounter with the huntress, Marian, in the mountain ravine
reveals a surprising connection to his pursuit of Lilian as she is revealed to be
Lilian’s sister. Marian’s story of being deceived and nearly abducted by a Mormon
named Stebbins confirms the protagonist’s suspicions about Lilian’s situation. This
connection not only deepens the protagonist’s determination to rescue Lilian but
also adds a layer of personal urgency and emotional complexity to the narrative.
Marian’s presence as a skilled huntress and knowledgeable ally further complicates
the rescue mission, as her involvement carries significant risks due to her past
relationship with Stebbins.
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System B: Gemini 1.5 Pro 4k Context

The protagonist’s encounter with the huntress in the ravine reveals a surprising
connection when she mentions a "sister" who is being held captive by the same
group pursuing the protagonist. This revelation suggests that the huntress’s pursuit
intersects with the protagonist’s, as they both seek to rescue their loved ones. The
huntress’s personal stake in the conflict adds a new layer of complexity, as her
knowledge of the captors and the terrain becomes crucial to the protagonist’s
mission. This encounter transforms the narrative from a solitary pursuit into a
shared endeavor, uniting the protagonist and the huntress in a common goal.

Model Analysis

{
'system is better': 'A is better',
'evidence': [
'Answer A is more accurate and detailed in identifying the key
elements of the encounter and their significance to the
narrative. It correctly names the huntress as Marian,
identifies her as Lilian's sister, and highlights the crucial
information about Stebbins's deception and Marian's intended
fate. This information is explicitly stated in the text,
particularly in chapters 70-71 and 93-94.',
'For example, chapter 71 reveals: ""It was a hellish purpose;
but you shall hear it. These Mormons have at their head a
great chief priest--una propheta, as they call him. He is a
polygamist--a perfect Turco--and keeps a harem of beautiful
ninas, who pass under the name of `spiritual wives.' It was
only after the young Americana had got far out upon the
plains--indeed, to the Big Timbers, where she escaped from
him--that she found out the terrible fate for which her false
husband had designed her.""',
'Answer B, while touching upon the connection and complexity,
lacks the specific details that make Answer A a more accurate
and insightful evaluation. It fails to name the huntress,
mention Stebbins, or elaborate on the nature of the shared
pursuit. This lack of detail makes Answer B less informative
and less grounded in the context.'
]
}
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C.9 The Wild Huntress Example 6: Gemini 1.5 Pro Full-Context vs Gemini 1.5 Pro 4k
Context

Question

How does the elder sister’s transformation from a victim of betrayal to a skilled
huntress symbolize resilience and the power of self-reliance in overcoming adver-
sity?

System A: Gemini 1.5 Pro Full-Context

Marian Holt’s transformation into a skilled huntress symbolizes her resilience and
strength in the face of betrayal and adversity. After being deceived by her lover and
forced into a sham marriage, she escapes into the wilderness and embraces a life
of self-reliance. Through her mastery of hunting and survival skills, she reclaims
her agency and finds empowerment in the face of hardship. This transformation
highlights the potential for personal growth and the ability to overcome challenges
through self-determination. Marian’s journey embodies the idea that even in the
face of betrayal and loss, one can find strength and forge a new path.

System B: Gemini 1.5 Pro 4k Context

Marian Holt’s journey from a vulnerable young woman betrayed by a manipulative
figure to a skilled and independent huntress embodies the transformative power
of resilience. Faced with adversity, she did not succumb to despair but instead
embraced a life of self-reliance in the wilderness. Her mastery of survival skills and
hunting prowess symbolizes her inner strength and determination to overcome past
trauma. Marian’s transformation serves as an inspiring example of how individuals
can rise above challenging circumstances and forge a new path defined by strength
and independence.

Model Analysis

{
'system is better': 'None',
'evidence': [
'Both answers provide unsupported claims about Marian's
motivations for becoming a skilled huntress. While the text
describes her as a skilled huntress and notes her resilience,
it does not explicitly link her hunting skills to overcoming
her betrayal. Answer A states, ""After being deceived by her
lover and forced into a sham marriage, she escapes into the
wilderness and embraces a life of self-reliance. Through her
mastery of hunting and survival skills, she reclaims her
agency and finds empowerment in the face of hardship.""
However, the text does not directly state that she developed
these skills after the betrayal. It is mentioned that she was
""Indianised"" by her upbringing, suggesting a familiarity
with hunting from an earlier age. Answer B similarly claims,
""Faced with adversity, she did not succumb to despair but
instead embraced a life of self-reliance in the wilderness.
Her mastery of survival skills and hunting prowess symbolizes
her inner strength and determination to overcome past
trauma."" Again, the text does not explicitly connect her
hunting skills to overcoming the trauma of betrayal.'
]
}
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D Example question answer pairs from the Narrative QA dataset

Question Ground Truth Answer 1 Ground Truth Answer 2

How many people eventually
commit suicide on Zuleika’s
behalf?

All of the undergraduates All the Oxford undergradu-
ates

Who does William Ashe pro-
pose to?

Lady Kitty Bristol Lady Kitty Bristol

What was the legend of the
Great Stone Face?

A man would be born that re-
sembled the image portrayed
and he would be the “great-
est and noblest personage of
his time”

That someone would be born
to look like the Great Stone
face and be the greatest and
noblest person of his time.

Table 4: Examples of question answer pairs from the NarrativeQA dataset [1]. Each question has two
ground truth answers.
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E Analysis of noise in the Narrative QA dataset

Below we analyze randomly chosen 10 examples where the ground truth LLM judges rate the
response of the Gemini 1.5 Pro model as incorrect whereas AutoAISG15−FC rates the response as
correct. We find that in 9/10 cases the ground truth answers are either full or partially incorrect. On
the other hand the responses of the Gemini 1.5 Pro model are correct and are rightly judged by
AutoAISG15−FC .
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Q: Where do Crockett and Tubbs face off in a firefight against Yero and the
Aryan Brotherhood?

Ground Truth Answers: a) Port of Miami. b) Miami Port

Model Answer: Crockett and Tubbs face off in a firefight against Yero and the
Aryan Brotherhood on the docks and bridge of the Indian River.

Analysis: This question is from the script of the movie Miami Vice. Based
on the ground truth answer the model answer is deemed incorrect by a human.
However based on the text the model answer is spot on and AutoAISG15−FC

marks it as correct.

Relevant passage from Wikipedia:

Soon afterward, Yero reveals Isabella's betrayal to Montoya
and captures her. In the showdown, Crockett and Tubbs face off
against Yero, his men, and the Aryan Brotherhood in a shipyard
at the port of Miami.

Relevant passages from the full text:

EXT. ABANDONED METAL SHED, INDIAN RIVER - WIDE - NIGHT

Nothing. Rusting marine parts and corrugated metal fall into
weeds next on a channel of the Indian River. It cuts through
inner-city Miami. Distant noise. But...

INT. METAL SHED - ARYAN BROTHERS

in low light are strapping up. Kevlar vests go over tattooed
arms and chests. Glimpses of swastikas. Handguns in
waistbands. SMGs (Small Machine Guns) slung from shoulders
over white shirts, business-suit jackets. Everybody wears
surgical gloves. Shoes are industrial.

REAR SHOT: TWO OF THE BROTHERS

are leaving. One carries a very long rifle with a flash
suppressor. It is a bolt action .50 caliber Burrows.

NEARBY ON THE RIVER

is a second Aryan Brother sniper team with an identical
weapon aimed at an empty lot a thousand yards away across the
Indian River...

INT. METAL SHED

Two Suburbans and an Escalade pull out...
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Q: How does Grommet die?

Ground Truth Answers: a) He cramps and falls while rock climbing. b) Falls
to his death.

Model Answer: Grommet is shot in the throat during the bank robbery and dies
from blood loss.

Analysis: This question is from the movie Point Break (1991). The QA
creation process incorrectly used the Wikipedia summary from the 2015 remake.
Here the ground truth answers are incorrect and the model answer is spot on.
Hence human marks the model answer as incorrect. However AutoAISG15−FC

correctly judges.

Relevant passage from Wikipedia:

Point Break (1991)
Utah is blackmailed into participating in the Ex-Presidents'
last bank robbery of the summer. Grommet is killed, along with
an off-duty police officer, and a bank security guard who
attempt to foil the robbery. Outraged by Grommet's death,
Bodhi knocks out Utah and leaves the scene.

Point Break (2015)
Utah finds the location of the next ordeal: free solo climbing
with no safety beside Angel Falls in Venezuela. He finds Bodhi
and Grommet and chases them on the climb, but Grommet falters,
falling to his death.

Relevant passages from the full text:

The cop FIRES TWICE. Two in the chest. Utah is hurled
back. Slams into the tellers' counter.

NATHANIEL/LBJ lets go with the 12 gauge. BOOM!
The cop spins, hit by some 00 buck pellets.
The guard caps-off like a maniac. BLAM, BLAM, BLAM,
BLAM!!!
All of them wild, but serving to get Nathaniel pinned down
behind a check-writing island.

ROACH/NIXON LEAPS THE COUNTER and lands behind the guard.
The guard's shoulder explodes as Roach's 12 gauge
detonates. He pitches onto his face, screaming and
holding the wreckage of his upper arm.
Grommet/LBJ is coming over the counter behind Roach as the
off-duty cop spins and fires. BLAM! BLAM! Roach takes
it in the chest. Staggers back, firing into the floor.
Trips and drops his shotgun.
Grommet clutches his throat as blood streams over his
fingers.

IN SLOW MOTION Reagan's face rises above the counter.
The mask is askew. In order to see, Bodhi pulls it off.
The Casull comes up in a slow, deliberate arc as--

THE COP turns, terrified now, whipping his gun around,
nightmarishly slow as--
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Q: What does Tempest do when he actually sees Lucio for who he really is?

Ground Truth Answers: a) He renounces evil and his friendship with Lucio to
go back to his life just as broke as he was to begin with or even worse. b) Gives
up his fortune to repent.

Model Answer: Tempest faints in terror and awe when he realizes Lucio is
actually Lucifer.

Analysis: This question is from the book sorrows of satan. Again here the
ground truth answers are only partially correct and hence model response is
marked incorrectly. However AutoAISG15−FC correctly marks the response as
correct.

Relevant passage from Wikipedia:

Eventually, when confronted with the true nature of his
companion, he renounces evil and returns to society penniless
but content with the chance to purify his soul

Relevant passage from the full text:

In Chapter XLI, when Lucio reveals his true identity as Lucifer,
Tempest is overwhelmed with terror and awe.
The text describes him as 'frozen and mute'.
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Q: How old is Anne’s youngest daughter?

Ground Truth Answers: a) 14 but almost 15. b) 15.

Model Answer: Anne’s youngest daughter, Rilla, is 19 years old.

Analysis: This is a question from book rilla of ingleside. Here again human
evaluation marks the model response as incorrect. However the response is
actually correct. Rilla starts off as 15 in the earlier part of the book, but towards
the end is nineteen. AutoAISG15−FC correctly identifies this.

Relevant passage from Wikipedia:

Set almost a decade after Rainbow Valley, Europe is on the
brink of the First World War, and Anne's youngest daughter
Rilla is an irrepressible almost-15-year-old, excited about
her first adult party and blissfully unaware of the chaos that
the Western world is about to enter. Her parents worry because
Rilla seems not to have any ambition, is not interested in
attending college, and is more concerned with having fun.

Relevant passages from the full text:

"It is four years tonight since the dance at the
lighthouse—four years of war. It seems like three times four.
I was fifteen then. I am nineteen now. I expected that these
past four years would be the most delightful years of my life
and they have been years of war—years of fear and grief and
worry—but I humbly hope, of a little growth in strength and
character as well.
"Today I was going through the hall and I heard mother saying
something to father about me. I didn't mean to listen—I
couldn't help hearing her as I went along the hall and
upstairs—so perhaps that is why I heard what listeners are
said never to hear—something good of myself. And because it
was mother who said it I'm going to write it here in my journal,
for my comforting when days of discouragement come upon me, in
which I feel that I am vain and selfish and weak and that there
is no good thing in me.
"'Rilla has developed in a wonderful fashion these past four
years. She used to be such an irresponsible young creature.
She has changed into a capable, womanly girl and she is such a
comfort to me. Nan and Di have grown a little away from me—they
have been so little at home—but Rilla has grown closer and
closer to me. We are chums. I don't see how I could have got
through these terrible years without her, Gilbert.'
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Q: What did Blanco’s brother try to discuss with him?

Ground Truth Answers: a) He tried to lecture him about morality and
judgement. b) Lectured on morality and judgement

Model Answer: Blanco’s brother, Elder Daniels, tried to discuss the whereabouts
of the stolen horse with him.

Analysis: This question is from the play the shewing-up of blanco posnet.
Again the ground truth answers are incorrect and hence model response is
marked as incorrect by human judge. However AutoAISG15−FC correctly
judges the response.

Relevant passage from Wikipedia:

His brother, a reformed drunkard who is now a church Deacon,
lectures Blanco on morality and judgement, but Blanco
ridicules his brother's view of God.

Relevant passages from the full text:

BLANCO. Not a bit of it. Neither God nor Devil tempted me to
take the horse: I took it on my own. He had a cleverer trick
than that ready for me. [He takes his hands out of his pockets
and clenches his fists]. Gosh! When I think that I might have
been safe and fifty miles away by now with that horse; and here
I am waiting to be hung up and filled with lead! What came to
me? What made me such a fool? Thats what I want to know. Thats
the great secret.
ELDER DANIELS [at the opposite side of the table] Blanco: the
great secret now is, what did you do with the horse?
BLANCO [striking the table with his fist] May my lips be
blighted like my soul if ever I tell that to you or any mortal
men! They may roast me alive or cut me to ribbons; but Strapper
Kemp shall never have the laugh on me over that job. Let them
hang me. Let them shoot. So long as they are shooting a man and
not a sniveling skunk and softy, I can stand up to them and take
all they can give me—game.
ELDER DANIELS. Dont be headstrong, Blanco.
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Q: What did Peter believe a pram to be?

Ground Truth Answers: a) animal. b) an animal.

Model Answer: Peter believed a pram was something to sit in.

Analysis: This question is from the book peter pan in kensington gardens.
Here the ground truth answer is correct and model answer if wrong. But
AutoAISG15−FC marks it as correct and thereby makes a judgement error.

Relevant passage from Wikipedia:

Throughout the novel, Peter misunderstands simple things like
children's games. He does not know what a pram is, mistaking it
for an animal, and he becomes extremely attached to a boy's
lost kite.

Relevant passages from the full text:

Perhaps the most surprising thing he found was a perambulator.
It was under a lime-tree, near the entrance to the Fairy
Queen’s Winter Palace (which is within the circle of the seven
Spanish chestnuts), and Peter approached it warily, for the
birds had never mentioned such things to him. Lest it was
alive, he addressed it politely, and then, as it gave no
answer, he went nearer and felt it cautiously. He gave it a
little push, and it ran from him, which made him think it must
be alive after all; but, as it had run from him, he was not
afraid. So he stretched out his hand to pull it to him, but this
time it ran at him, and he was so alarmed that he leapt the
railing and scudded away to his boat. You must not think,
however, that he was a coward, for he came back next night with
a crust in one hand and a stick in the other, but the
perambulator had gone, and he never saw another one. I have
promised to tell you also about his paddle. It was a child’s
spade which he had found near St. Govor’s Well, and he thought
it was a paddle.
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Q: What did the "Caller" shoot at while Stu was in the phone booth?

Ground Truth Answers: a) a toy robot. b) a toy robot.

Model Answer: The Caller shot at the yellow pages hanging in the phone booth.

Analysis: This question is from the movie script phone booth.
Again the ground truth answer is incorrect and the model response is correct.
AutoAISG15−FC correctly judges this.

Relevant passage from Wikipedia:

To demonstrate the threat, the caller fires a suppressed
sniper rifle at a toy robot sold by a nearby vendor; the damage
is unseen by anyone but Stu, the caller, and the vendor.

Relevant passages from the full text:

Nothing to shatter when the sniper squeezes off his shot.

VOICE
May I call attention to the yellow
pages?

The frayed yellow phonebook dangling from a chain under the
telephone shudders under the impact of a direct hit.

There's been no sound of a gunshot, but the damage is there
to behold.

Stu reaches for the phonebook.

There's a bullet hole straight through it. Pieces of the .30
calibre slug have shattered into many tiny fragments and are
imbedded between the pages, half-way through the thick
volume.

Stu pries pieces out of the pages of the directory. He looks
at them in the palm of his hand.
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Q: How many children does Sethe have?

Ground Truth Answers: a) Three b) Three.

Model Answer: Sethe has four children: Howard, Bulgar, Denver, and Beloved.

Analysis: This is a question from the movie beloved. Sethe has another daughter
who dies and hence the correct answer is indeed four. The model gets it correct
and AutoAISG15−FC marks it as correct as well, thereby correcting the ground
truth responses.

Relevant passage from Wikipedia:

Sethe is a former slave living on the outskirts of Cincinnati,
Ohio shortly after the Civil War. An angry poltergeist
residing in the family home terrorizes her and her three
children, causing two of them to run away forever.

Relevant passages from the full text:

Paul turns back to find the red light in the hall is gone.

PAUL
I thought you said she died soft as cream.

SETHE
(busying herself in kitchen)

Oh that's not Baby Suggs. That's my
daughter. The one I sent ahead with the
boys before I run off.

PAUL
She didn't live?

SETHE
No.

PAUL
The boys too?

SETHE
No, they alive - they run off before Baby
Suggs died. The one I was carrying when I
left Sweet Home is all I got left.
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Q: Who tries unsuccessfully to get Sonny to give himself up?

Ground Truth Answers: a) mother. b) his mother.

Model Answer: Detective Sergeant Moretti tries unsuccessfully to get Sonny to
give himself up.

Analysis: This is a question from the movie dog day afternoon. Here both the
ground truth answers and the model answers are correct. Both the mother and
the detective try to get Sonny to give himself up.

Relevant passage from Wikipedia:

Sonny agrees to let Mulvaney leave, but the manager refuses to
leave his employees. The FBI calls Sonny out of the bank to
talk to his mother, who fails to persuade him to give himself
up. Back inside, Sonny dictates his will to one of the
hostages, acting as a secretary, leaving money from his life
insurance for Angie, and for Leon to have the surgery.

Relevant passages from the full text:

MORETTI
Let Sal come out, take a look. What
hope you got? Quit while you're
ahead. All you got is attempted
robbery.

SONNY
...armed robbery...

MORETTI
Well, armed, then. Nobody's been
hurt. Release the hostages, nobody
is gonna worry over kidnapping
charges, the worst you're gonna get
is five years -- you can be out in a
year.

Sonny stares at him, his face utterly blank.

SONNY
Kiss me.

Moretti stops, stares back.
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Q: Why is the man dreaming of Venus told to read, Memoirs of a Suprasensual
Man?

Ground Truth Answers: a) To break his infatuation with cruel women. b) To
break himself fascinating cruel women.

Model Answer: The man is told to read Memoirs of a Suprasensual Man
because it details Severin’s own experiences with a woman who embodies the
"Venus in Furs" ideal, offering potential insight into the man’s own desires and
the possible consequences of pursuing them.

Analysis: This question is from the book venus in furs. Here again the model
answer is more correct and detailed but is judged as incorrect based solely on
ground truth answers. AutoAISG15−FC corrects it.

Relevant passage from Wikipedia:

The framing story concerns a man who dreams of speaking to
Venus about love while she wears furs. The unnamed narrator
tells his dreams to a friend, Severin, who tells him how to
break himself of his fascination with cruel women by reading a
manuscript, Memoirs of a Suprasensual Man.

Relevant passages from the full text:

Venus in Furs,” I cried, pointing to the picture. “That is the
way I saw her in my dream.”
“I, too,” said Severin, “only I dreamed my dream with open
eyes.”
“Indeed?”
“It is a tiresome story.”
“Your picture apparently suggested my dream,” I continued.
“But do tell me what it means. I can imagine that it played a
role in your life, and perhaps a very decisive one. But the
details I can only get from you.”
“Look at its counterpart,” replied my strange friend, without
heeding my question.
The counterpart was an excellent copy of Titian’s well-known
“Venus with the Mirror” in the Dresden Gallery.
“And what is the significance?”
Severin rose and pointed with his finger at the fur with which
Titian garbed his goddess of love.
“It, too, is a ‘Venus in Furs,’” he said with a slight smile. “I
don’t believe that the old Venetian had any secondary
intention. He simply painted the portrait of some aristocratic
Mesalina, and was tactful enough to let Cupid hold the mirror
in which she tests her majestic allure with cold satisfaction.
He looks as though his task were becoming burdensome enough.
The picture is painted flattery. Later an ‘expert’ in the
Rococo period baptized the lady with the name of Venus. The
furs of the despot in which Titian’s fair model wrapped
herself, probably more for fear of a cold than out of modesty,
have become a symbol of the tyranny and cruelty that
constitute woman’s essence and her beauty.
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F Analysis of 4k context Claude 3 Opus on Narrative QA

In this section we present examples to explain the higher rating of the 4k context Claude 3 Opus
model as judged by AutoAISG15−FC . We observe that in many cases while all the RAG 4k context
models response correctly, Claude 3 consistently tends to add more detail to the answer thereby
making the judge prefer its answers over the others.

Q: What happen when the trade ship got to water of Kush?

Ground Truth Answers: a) The trade ship was attacked by the infamous raevers. b) IT IS
ATTACKED BY THE REAVERS LED BY BELIT.

RAG 4k GPT-4 Turbo response: When the trade ship reached the waters of Kush, it encountered
pirates who investigated and damaged the ship, leading to conflict and challenges for the crew.

RAG 4k Gemini 1.5 Pro response: The trade ship was attacked by pirates in the waters of Kush.

RAG 4k Claude 3 Opus response: When the trade ship reached the waters of Kush, they were
attacked by pirates led by Belit, the Queen of the Black Coast.

Q: What happens when Spinner gets mistaken for Mopes?

Ground Truth Answers: a) He is murdered. b) He is murdered by Green’s men.

RAG 4k GPT-4 Turbo response: Spinner is dragged into the garage and knocked to the ground
when mistaken for Mopes.

RAG 4k Gemini 1.5 Pro response: Spinner gets attacked by two thugs who mistake him for Mopes.

RAG 4k Claude 3 Opus response: According to the script, Spinner gets dragged into a garage
and knocked to the ground by thugs who mistook him for Sheldon Mopes while he was wearing a
Smoochy costume.

Q: How is Gus killed?

Ground Truth Answers: a) Stabbed with an ice pick. b) He is Stabbed with an ice pick.

RAG 4k GPT-4 Turbo response: Gus is killed when an icepick goes into his neck.

RAG 4k Gemini 1.5 Pro response: Gus is killed when Catherine Tramell stabs him in the neck with
an ice pick.

RAG 4k Claude 3 Opus response: Catherine Tramell stabs Gus with an icepick in the neck while
he is in an elevator.
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Q: How do Ian, Sarah, and Kelly get off the island with the dinosaurs?

Ground Truth Answers: a) A helicopter comes to rescue them. b) A helicopter rescues them.

RAG 4k GPT-4 Turbo response: Ian, Sarah, and Kelly escape the island by scrambling toward a
helicopter, which then takes off.

RAG 4k Gemini 1.5 Pro response: Ian, Sarah, and Kelly escape the island with the dinosaurs by
helicopter.

RAG 4k Claude 3 Opus response: According to the text, Ian, Sarah, and Kelly get off the island in
a helicopter while being pursued by the dinosaurs.

Q: What is Buffy destined to do?

Ground Truth Answers: a) She is destined to slay vampires. b) To kill vampires.

RAG 4k GPT-4 Turbo response: Buffy is destined to fight vampires.

RAG 4k Gemini 1.5 Pro response: Buffy is destined to fight vampires and other evil forces.

RAG 4k Claude 3 Opus response: Based on the context, Buffy is destined to fight vampires and
other supernatural threats as the chosen Slayer.
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