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Making explanation data is hard.
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§ Cracked tiles is made of sharp edges.
Sharp edges is capable of cutting foot.

We then asked (different) crowdworkers to rate the
explanations on a scale of 1 to 5 stars.

. . ${question}
Crowdworkers were shown COPA (Choice of Plausible a) ${answer} v/
Alternatives)? questions & asked to support the answer b) ${alternative}
with tl‘ip|es; The following cards contain candidate explanations for the above ¢
A good explanation should provide implicit knowledge that conr
head concepti <ConceptNet* relation> tail conceptit Please see the instructions for example ratings.
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a) ${answer} v/ ${chain_0}

b) ${alternative}

Why is this correct? What knowledge is the correct answer based on? ‘ Sirhain 11 I

Please use as many fields as necessary to create a chain of two or more
common sense statements that help explain the answer.

Usage example | Automatic explanation scoring

Write a concept... [ Select a relation v || Write a concept...
+add
 COPA-SSE has explanations w/ various quality ratings; can be
used to create automatic scoring systems.
« Bigger T5 models® had higher correlation with human ratings,
but still much room for improvement!
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