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O|RE rubric dimension2Z H|stsiCt,

=M EYX|E ARt reviewzZ HWHCH,
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calibration} bias test& A%l ™ =12 CHELILCE Judging LLM-as-a-Judge, Large Language Models are not

Fair Evaluators
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O = T T = &©&©Ss==C0U" T 9 71

Model judge 2} A& label 2] &) B U %] & confusion matrix = 2]

MODEL JUDGE HUMAN LABEL
PASS / PASS PASS / FAIL
F| 53t A% A% 7t
FAIL / PASS FAIL / FAIL
29 7h-74) Xk SERE

YEONCORE - GIBALJA IT-Al SERVICE DEVELOPMENT ROADMAP M09-05 - 36 / 70



CAL
3} 9] evidence

agreement rate
Cohen's kappa
slice &< A

g o]+ Akl
Al 21 4 & queue

YEONCORE - GIBALJA IT-Al SERVICE DEVELOPMENT ROADMAP

M09-05 - 37 /70



10.1 Calibration round
1. AH| Q| gold case 20~507HE T EL|LCE
2. WIXI7L S2 XA O R blind labelE 2QILC}.
3. FA| EZ Foj| raw agreementS A AFSHLICY.
4. disagreement caseQ| 272} anchorE H|w§tL|C}.
5. rubricZ2 8¢t F| ME2 caseZ CHA| ZAFRILLE.

6. thresholdE EoM 2 HIIS AIZEILIC

10.2 Agreement 27|

percent agreement olall #I2 A UX EH Qs
Cohen's kappa = HIIRte| 201 YX| B class =x3oi 21z
Krippendorff's alpha 03] HIIK-Z2E-HE XY ALY =
confusion matrix OftH false pass-fail2lX| 2 chel =Xt} opel

st X0k HX| 27 critical false passZ M2 EL|CL X}S grader?| QI8 252 PASSE =X

agreement=Ct SR8t 4= QI&LICEH

rok
()
Mo
Hi
Mo
0kl
ENl

10.3 Adjudication2 label& Z=£3| S 0{2AX| tSL|C}

original labels

disagreement reason
adjudicator decision
rubric or reference defect
final label

affected run IDs

Gold label= versionz}t £ 0|22 z&L|Ct
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11. Metric2 2 0|M slice2 CtA| YL|C}

H# L sliceZ A U T

o AHgA}-g -9 Bol A Ash s Fel Gk,

READ
typical . 96% ey
edge . 72% A 0% =
) adversarial 61%%
adversarial [N 61% i
release 2}t
multitingual ([ 88% ezl nize =
¥ 1= threshold
fairness 77 79%
regression ([ N 0%

AA BT 2Ll critical sliced ¥ 5= 7 A& ¢t 8t

2210, HH RS FLHOIY, critical slice®l %2 458 Jf2l= Bl ALS3IR! o ELiCE
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‘ release 2}t

l 88 % critical slice™

¥ % threshold
79 %

___ JRTILE

YEONCORE - GIBALJA IT-Al SERVICE DEVELOPMENT ROADMAP M09-05 - 41 /70



11.1 A metric 2

metric

pass rate H caseZt 7|E=2 EJLE
weighted quality A EF2 ofwstot

critical failure count a2 E7tsst Aufvt JAeTt

slice pass rate O{C|AM Mufst=t

agreement XS AEO| Atghat Sh=7t

grader gap Ats M4=of Atgh At xto|7t 27t
regression pass A failureZ7t ESE[=7t
latency-cost EZE M| 2 th7H= Fielvt

NnN2E2s

ok

P &Lt

adversarial pass rate = 2/3 = 66.7

typical pass rate = 97/100 = 97.0%

£ HIE2 2&4M40| CHELICEL 21 M0|= percenth AX| 911 n , confidence 39|, case IDE &4 H&L|LCH.

1.3 el M| &d

o traffic7} 2L typicalO| critical sliceZ E&LICE
o H|XSH |2 case 50| 7S FEELICL

o model judge®| =2 =7t AfEf HTE SZLICH

Release gate= MA| Wt =2 safety-adversarial-regression-agreement 2712 EL|Ct.
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12. A& system owner0j|A| 1ZstL|C}

M09-05 - 11
A = 2
= T
ke
GRADER
PROMPT bias-hacking POLICY
A AL A] dR-AR
FAILURE
case + evidence
CONTEXT MODEL
Feed 22.82

RETRIEVAL TOOL

A 3tstale schema- 2.7

Z} failure code:= prompt-context-retrieval-tool-model-policy-grader owner Z ©] o] F U},

g N, 2E failureE prompt 2|2 ELIX| 210 &l 7|52t ownerof| AZ3H0F 7i {27} EatEL| Tt
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bias-hacking
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vidence

POLICY
MA-AHE

TOOL

schema- 2.5

MODEL
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failure 0ix] 2 evidence owner &

input gap 2 X7 RS- a2t request-validation product
context miss Ziost METt promptd| gl context assembly application
retrieval miss Z4H EME R EE query-rank-filter RAG-data
generation error =747t Q= Z=20| EE response-reason trace Al owner
tool error 2= call-result A tool trace tool owner
policy failure I8l s-otest HAE policy decision safety
output break JSON:-citation-render &T{ parser-schema application
grader error AlH| £ EFE fail = HiCl disagreement-anchor eval owner

filter7t ItA
EM7F AAXISE rank?
mode10| context?| Z

formatter?t fieldE HZICt.

7} caselll= SAE 7|25t trace evidenceZ 012 FElL|C

12.2 1%l failure= regression X&HILICE

incident - minimal reproducible case - expected:forbidden

-» fix - human verify - regression slice - every release

T} ATHE 7|ofstx| or ot MEE R stag gofuLIct
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13. 7 &2 st

13.1 4] Z}X] ZHA 2|8

H3tst failure

ofl stLie] 7k2S HiEL|Ct

prompt-example

context-retrieval HH FEh2H R
tool-application logic A&k Z=3|-schema

model-policy

13.2 Experiment contract

x40

hypothesis: edge 2UH0[M F2ig|

’ E?j

[
=

| prompto HAIZX|
change: prompt v7 - v8 8ol step F7t
fixed: model, dataset, graders, release policy
expected: edge pass +10%p
protected: safety, format, regression 100%

stop: critical failure > 0

13.3 7}& =2 M£HL} Pareto improvement

SH7} qualityE 2%p S5 X[t latencyE F HI2 SHS7{Lt safety disagreementE =

instruction-format-task framing

OFOH
LS A

noise-latency

side effect-integration

HIE-A 2|

Ct.

£ SLICt

=

= = ASFLICE

(2]

human pass

critical failure

(2]

p95 latency

cost per task

grader agreement (2]
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14. OfflineO| A online”}X| A= AlCI2|E @EL|C}

M09-05 - 12

B7t $7 & AT D Eo| g T

Offline 4 57} Foh= 44| AL§A 737k Fobg vha w4 24
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7% set
k-2 1]
o2 eate
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SHADOW
2 traffic B-A
A7} 9% 0
U} gate
o= 9d

e,

03
ONLINE
T2-feedback
A FIE

T} 2 gate
o294

04

A/B
RN E
3914
T} gate

e e

Offline—shadow—online—A/BE Z-& A @ 2] 37] x}o]7} o}y A & T} £ evidenced YU T}.

112, ST BULZE AKX L E2 24 52|10, 2 B0 stop-rollback
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1418 &

offline 1 caseOi|M H|m 22[7} A&7t AR 2Z0|M AEX fS0| ZOX|=7t
shadow A U 22 -X|A- M= o7} A7t 2 SEE OEA =7t
internal pilot AF| workflowol| 2H=7} HH A2 X 21t

limited rollout 2 L E0|IM ZuhAt = O{EHIt 7| M 20t

A/B S| H|Wof| M KPI XFO|7F =7t BE &7 risk

full + monitor 2% ZX 1} drift= oI} Ojzie| 2 2= Hst

14.2 Online metrick proxygiL|C}

SEIE0| 0t SEO| AHEO[2tE 52 OofgLItt SHZE0| 0t EF AIEXAH 23EE + AUSLIC

product metric + quality audit + safety signal + user report

H SFE e SLict

14.3 Shadow?] Q1™ & ZA|

SH7 AF2XI0| A EO|X| QLotE AlR| 212 Xz|stH QMR- B=-M 2 provider M4 0| MEIL|CH TQ

field2t 2|3}, consent-legal basis-retention-redactiongs MX ZHEEHL|C}

o
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15. Release gateE =XA}|2} owner® 11 ™sL|C}

Release= B T A 3t =2 24 51K &4

Data-quality-human-safety-regression gate 5 =5 & 2}-3]l oF 1t}

01 02 03 04 05
DATA QUALITY HUMAN SAFETY REGRESSION GO
version-slice score-critical agreement-appeal harm-leak incident 100 %

3t gateTt = 2 ) 3A versions EA|3HA] &3 Y9l evidenceZ EoliYth

Critical failure 03} incident regression 100% < 3 7 2 2 4 & 4 gl&U ).

12 13. Release= &t 5tLt7} OfL|2t F2-HM-MH L2|-3|7 -2 ZH|7t RF Satsh= 2F LT
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Data-quality-human-safety-regression gate & =7 ‘&8l of & T
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DATA ’ QUALITY ’ HUMAT
version-slice score-critical agreement-ap
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3t gateT} = A 7 3}1H versions E A
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incident 100 %
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YEONCORE - GIBALJA IT-Al SERVICE DEVELOPMENT ROADMAP

GO

M09-05 - 54/ 70



15.1 2&29| release policy

threshold

overall score

each critical dimension

human pass rate

judge-human agreement

regression slice pass

critical failures

model judge - human gap

0| =Xt= st&5QILICE 92 - HE 280X 2 7|52 ME27 HEQF O s MaHo| =St 4~ Q)

15.2 Gate &lulj= @iQlS 23 EL|C}

>=0.80
>=0.75
>=0.90
>=0.80
1.00

0
<=0.15

overall failure taxonomy®} dominant slice 24
critical dimension release Xtch-owner £3

human pass sH X &3

agreement rubric-judge M3

regression £ ¥ rollback- QI 2A

critical failure ZA| Rtincident X2

grader gap grader hacking-bias-gold set ZAt

15.3 0f|2] &2l evidence®IL|C}

Ol2|E 388t LSS 7IS &Lt
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failed gate
affected users

compensating control

approver
expiry
monitoring
rollback trigger

7|8t gl= olelE M 71ZE0] /0] EELIC.

= HAL-

1- A 53 )

v

. . i ool B=
5 - release‘monitor EVIDENCE PACKET 2- 91U =
dataset - rubric - grader
result - decision - owner
4-ZsetH]m W 5%

PromptE HHR T AR o] ofu 2} o] E slice7t ArtihE FobA| 1 F-olo] YmkAA] ek gkEA] F YT

2L =2

J214. 20N ZASH M7t HRIHEE H|7HSt case@t regression 2 =0+ M HIt MEZHRIF2| 7[<{0] ElLICh
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NIST Al RMF2| Measure 7|52 (g1t Feko| EH-FH, ST& AE, M7|& "E7L, feedback S8+ ZXREHL|Ct.
MM Al profilele Hi® -S| =F 1} risk managementE GZEL|Ct NIST Al RMF Measure, NIST Al 600-1
16.1 Production sampling

source Aol

2R 22 HO|X| 9= Ut drift EFX|

2 confidence

negative feedback

policy alert critical incident SA| ZE

M 210{-segment coverage &M%t

= At MESHA| gtELIch 235t field2t A5t =&-H2-2E 7(2ts FELIC

o|l=
".;'IT'_‘ ] (=]

16.2 Drift2 M| S22 LsL|C}

input drift ARt oHH- 10| S A 5t dataset-slice Z42l
behavior drift model-prompt-tool &} Bis} version H|ul-3|3

evaluator drift At2hjudge 7|& Bist recalibration-anchor =73

16.3 Il MIEL HSL|Ct

M ZH, M RE 715 M 34, M ARZXAE EHEO| 47| 7|1E case?t O 0|4 CHESHA| 42 &= AUSLICE

27k 2Z.feedback:disagreement HA
releasellCt: regression-critical set A3

AbDOHCt: minimal case®t owner 37}

M #HZAOICH: reference:-rubric version Al

Al
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17. @Il AELC|R0|A M| versionS H|w8HL|LC}

YEONCORE - M 5 SYNTHETIC LAB

Al S B711H ARCIR

i dioje| - 284U 0

o T Ale 0z Wit EH release_candidate 03 A3l B8
sduE EV-01 - TYPICAL
g Model judge NE ETIE udge 812 E - 52 N
Candidate v2 ~ e S =
1.00 0.94 100% 100% FE A-1042] HERS} OIBUE W2 ZMR.
B 8%
Candidate v2
27 7 dlarification- 9EH S 4 M Slice ET}g - [ANSWER] X A-104&
support-eval-set-1.0.0 = & ojzue 78 1svgiuch
support-rubric-1.0.0
adversarial 100% edge 100% fairness format 100%
uny 100 =M Y 100
7| 1Al = "
Cabl oy multilingual 100%  regression 100% | safety typical 100% A g w0 | o 100
Baseline} H|& ay 100 g4 100
127H 7t Al A 12/ 1.00 - B YA 0.88 - 210] 0.12
471 7] gate AFE B3 PASS - grader Ble]
A slice EL] Judge ] oy
Trace %7|& =
OF - =8 A typical 100 034 PASS el THM o1
EV-02 B3} evidence
cge 100 0,94 PASS -
Release gate e i L reference coverage 100% - 3K BH 0 B%
response-owner
R 80% x
ivﬁozm B AN adversaral 100 094 PASS #eo|
= 37 24 §
90% EL“:: R multlingua 100 094 PASS el LR
+ =t =9
80%
= :_‘?SU@M e safety 100 0.94 PASS #ol
E:fsu i edge 100 094 PASS el
EV-07
44 150N MR format 100 0.94 PASS #el
s wpical 100 094 PASS uel

R AHE . Ut ptE

2115, Candidates= 127l case®} critical-regression-agreement gateE 25 E115l release EEH 7} EIL|C}

17.1 Baselinel} candidate

baseline-v1

candidate-v2

decision

blocked_quality_regression

release_candidate

H|w Z1f 7|&E improved 11-regressed O

critical failures AS 0
regression Aluj 100%

accept_candidate &= O] offline ™7} 7|2f oto| H|W AFILICE AX| HiZ AHol=

shadow-pilot-monitoring-rollback evidence7} G} ZQ§tL|C
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17.2 Grader misalighment Z

02 E?}- %7" blocked_grader_misalignment

Model judge

0.80 0.92

Y EAB Judge T2

25% 25%

Sliced B3l

adversarial 0% edge 33%

fairness 0% format 0%
multilingual 100% regression 0%
safety 0% typical 33%

1270 Bt Al

bR BHE 3/12 PASS

EV-01
oHE - 28 Y

Typica

EV-02
B - e s

edge

2116, XS H4= 0.920(| = AtRF E1} 25%-8H9| 25%0|M graderE AMZ|5HX| L1 releaseS XHHSHL|CY.

variant: grader-hacked-v3
deterministic: 2 0.80
synthetic model judge: 0.92
human pass: 0.25

agreement: 0.25

disagreement: 9

decision: blocked_grader_misalignment

=2 XS F7t ARl FEl 77t E[2{H AL gold sett A% SHOLOF BfLICE
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17.3 X}= evidence

AM 25

Python 3.12.13 177 tests PASS

Python 3.14.5 177 tests PASS

Yot Ak DAL 42/42 PASS

release regression 4/4 PASS

browser desktop 12 rows-8 slices-release candidate &t9|
browser mobile one-column-9 disagreement- Xttt &0l

18. Al S "ol-74M B ME b BiLICt
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=
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A

e = ME AHZLIC

MK
rlo

18.1 MX| &2 CHAl 2t
1. CHed At A1t - &l H|E
2. "It unitt A|AE! version $2
3. typical-critical-regression case
4. rubric dimension-anchor-critical threshold

5. 7|&-&H- 1% =7 release decision

18.2 LI=0f| xi2 2A 7t
1. human panel-calibration-adjudication
2. offline-shadow:-limited-A/B AICtE|
3. sampling-drift-alert-incident owner
4. evidence hash-2Z-F2

5. monitoring-rollback-0i|2| expiry
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18.3 #|4 evidence packet

evaluation contract

dataset manifest and slice counts
rubric and anchor examples

grader definitions and versions
human calibration results
baseline-candidate comparison
disagreement and failure list

regression results

release decision and approvers

monitoring and rollback plan
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x
=
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o 2Y feedback2 7HRI™YEE NSt M caseZ =EILILCE.

19.2 2026-07-16 3x{ OpenAl 3131 G| A]

OpenAl 2M& evaluation best practices, Evals API, Ct¥Fst graderE M|&5HX|2E API O|2-model-X|¥ 7|52 HiE £

QIELICH 1 FMoj|= 24 2M 2| Al schemalt X&) 2|2 CIA| &QIEHL|CH Working with evals, Evals API reference

Of il 52 EF provider APIE SE5HA| B2 S8 7oFs HA HiE 4= ASLICL X =78 22 M
dataset-rubric-grader-human calibration-release gateE OiZ2|#|0|M AR H A2 FX|EHL|Ct

20. 34 2712t 71 97|

CI2 X2 E 2026-07-160] 2HQlgh&L|Ct

1. OpenAl Evaluation Best Practices - eval-driven development, task-specific-real-world distribution, automation,
human calibration, continuous evaluation
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2. OpenAl Working with Evals - evaluation object-dataset-run?| & 13

3. OpenAl Graders - string-similarity-score model-Python grader®} grader hacking 32
4. NIST Al RMF Core - Govern-Map-Measure-Manage2| & 2| &

5. NIST Al RMF Measure Playbook - SH-FX-=%! ZE -feedback- H 7}t

6. NIST Al 600-1 Generative Al Profile - 2443 Al &Q| MH|-7fdh-Hf = -2 22|

7. NIST Al TEVV - test-evaluation-validation-verification #7%&

8. G-Eval - rubric-chain-of-thought 7|9t model evaluation 131

9. Judging LLM-as-a-Judge with MT-Bench and Chatbot Arena - A}2t M 59} judge HW7t, Q|X|-&&eh-x17| MS 5HA|

M
1

HI

10. Large Language Models are not Fair Evaluators - pairwise @|/X| H&k

17 A= EXN O|o|E- 22 AS MA|of o|=gtL|Ct L MH|AQ| release threshold= Li AF2X}-failure cost-Ab2t
calibration@ 2 C}A| HEtLICE

21, 4 EH|AE 30&¢t

o

1. off EotE H'E Opx|2fo] ofL|2t AJEtdf| Fi=7t?

=7
SHE HY| ®of| d3-Ail-case-thresholdE 1™ | 0|52t cherry-picking2 £0|11, ZE HAS Z2 7=

H| W57 | {31 A LT

=
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2. Evaluation unit0]| response 2| 2212 F0{0}

e 5|
Input, context, reference, expected-forbidden behavior, constraints, slice, version, ownerZ &7 £0{0F X{& 2}
glol 20| 7tsEiLCt.

= T

3. Typical caselt B2 Il MIEQ| EX|= 2uQ17I?

ZO0}X = edge-adversarial-safety-CH=0{-1t74 Al Z+2 AlH| failure XS 712! 4 QSL|CE
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4. Regression slice2| 3X 2 S1oi0l17}?

e &7

p740l| BZ45 D D F failureZ} O|F prompt-model-tool-policy $1Z0f|AM CIA| M7|X| YEZ T E releasel]| A

HSgct.

e &7

OtgL|Ct. Y case= coverage 0| S26HK|2F MH| 22 -AF2X Hek2 A traffic 22, shadow, human

review, online evidence2 H2t3H0F &HL|C}.
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7. Rubric anchor= £9i917)?
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A
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=
Ha0ll M HIEA| 2HEE|= evidence®t CHE B QLI “ECF 22 JEALLL HIHAL HolE =Y

8. Critical dimension2 2l weighted ™1} ®E0I17}?

e &7

Safety- g™ Z2 o4l 27hs8 HuiE CHE xHalQ| =2 E7t ©X| 231 51| fIsi M YLIL.

—

9. Deterministic grader0| 2gtst 212 Faiolv}?

e &7

JSON schema, exact key, =X| A&, X 22X, 20|, ID HefAEH Hets| ALt 7tsst ZZAQJLICH
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10. Model judgeZ} HE} 7|47} of4l 0| &= Foioluf?
HE HY|

Position-verbosity-self-preference- EH ATt ZZAM A X|A|0| EET 4= QT AR 7|Z&3F 2L &= Q17|
HEIL|Ch

11. Human graderk calibration0| Z 26t 0| §= 2aiol}?

Lt 7|

ARZHE 1|2, M2M XJ0|, 255t rubric, &M &0t2 EUX|S 4
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12. Pairwise position swap2 292 ZAls=7)?

Lt 7|
SE HE2 27 11 A/B EA| =Xt HHY 2|X| {20 SXI7F H2tK|=X| ZAFHL|CH
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13. Tie®} abstain2 5{&3}{0

HE HY|
2H7I BE517LE AN 2 H|25t SHE X|2 L1 2 PHSH™ label noise@t A&l &H410| 57| IHEQILICY.

14. Agreement?} o™ $HHE] X0} 5l=71?

e 57|
Sk O™ X| LAELICE MA rubric, reference, evaluator training, judge bias7t IQ1Q1X| disagreement caseZ
Al i 2y

15. Percent agreement S}L1aF HO oF £|= 0| = 29iol7)?

HE &7

Class 271} 2 2X|E 712|112, £35] S

r°l'

t false pass-false fail2| &fskS HOJ =X| 2517| If2IL|C}.
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16. M| @ 90%™ releasesl = E|=7}?

e 57|
PEIL|CE Critical failure, slice pass, regression, A2t £1}, grader agreement, 2 ZFH| gateZ &4 &HQIgHL|C}.

17. Slice X|Z0| nZ 20| Mo} 5H= 0lR= St}

HE &7

Z+2 80%ELE 4/59F 800/10002 2&HAIAO| L2 2 slicel= case £t9| AE7F LQ3517| LEQIL|CE

18. Grader hacking2 £alol}?
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HCh 7|

AR AHEAF ZEEL} XS metricO| E0t5h= £H HME =&t

H ol o= =XITE AR b A S22 LK =
SEHRILICE

19. Grader hackingS {2 4| EX|5}=7}?
HerH7|

A2 gold set} H| k1, grader gap-disagreement, position-verbosity probe, & & x§& X|A|, critical false
passE ZAARLICE

20. 2 E failureE prompt£ 1X|™ ot £|= 0| 8= 29lol7)?
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e &7

Root cause?} input validation, context, retrieval, tool, policy, renderer, grader0i|

AS 5= Ao HRE 2H =
M 2|7 E 2HE7| HE QLT

21. 7|E2 =& H|20|M IS 3O} 5H=71?
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Dataset, rubric, grader, release policy, runtime S A& 744
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22. Improved 11-regressed 02 292 Ws5=71?

Heh e
22 case 7|Z=9 2 11747} LIOFK| 1 LItHEl case?} QICH= offline pairwise evidence@IL|CH AN ¥ M2 MHE

23. Offline gate £1}7} & full release?} O}l O| 8= B9iol7}?

Lt 7|

AN 2= 2=, latency, workflow, AtEX} &F, F7| driftet ofle} = 8t riskE OF2] 2HESHA| Q7| = LT

1=

24. Shadow evaluation?| 7ljeI™H Fo|XM2 Bojol7}?

e HY|
ALEXIO|A =EE HO|X| 40t HA| UHE ME|SIEE 8 &, £|A35}, SO HA 2A, provider ME, E&-
2 ®z0| ZOFH|CH

25. Online E&lE0o 2 EXS Fohet = =712

e HY|
OFEIL|CE SEI2 AtAIM-otM- 2™ M| proxy”} OtL|E 2 product metric, quality audit, safety signal, user
reportE €H FL|LCt.

Ir

26. Evaluator drifte £olol}?

E H7|
AIZHO| X|Ltd At E7EAE, model judge, rubric SiA{0] E2HM 22 SEC| £F 7|Z0| Hst= e LIt

27. M7} LEH "It MEO| FRE HII=7R
He 17|

I EE H|HEH Z|A & case, expected-forbidden behavior, failure code, owner, fix version, regression
assertiona HZIL|C}
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28. Evidence packet0]| 4 $210| 2 Q35t7}?

HE HY|
Evaluation contract, dataset manifest, rubric-anchors, grader versions, human calibration, H|u Z 1},

disagreement-failure, regression, release decision, monitoring-rollbackO| 2§t |C}.

29. got Z22| /= 71Zto| €235t 0|f= Folelvr?

e =

Model, E&, HIO[H, AL8AL 22, 52 LA0] HHH 1t Haot olxl| 22 S thESHA| g2 4= 7| HE LT

I

30. 0] O] sHAl release Al2 Boiol7}?

HE HY|
HMA| =2 E3F AND 2= critical dimension £1F AND At2h S3}-grader 2| S+ AND regression 100% AND

critical failure 0 AND 2% &=H| &t=QIL|C}.

LH2 evidence

= o At2Xt M2 -failureS HWtsHt objective-unit-risk

NG AN 22t Ml X3S CHESHLE case-slice-source-owner

7|1E & 7455t anchor! 7t rubric-critical threshold

A E20| 3= grader?!7t deterministic:model-human

mes| AtElnt S235| 2=t agreement-confusion-adjudication
24 it 5| o{C|A Mufsit slice-critical-grader gap

IHM glolof| k= gt 7HX| ZHEITt experiment-fixed conditions

H| 7|=ECt Z0X| 1 3| &= eleTt delta-improved-regressed

release D= gate?t 2 Z=H|7} EiLt decision-approver-rollback

YEONCORE - GIBALJA IT-Al SERVICE DEVELOPMENT ROADMAP MO09-05 - 69/ 70



L+Z evidence

pNES 29 failureZt M| caseZ =0tLt sampling-drift-regression

H|A 7} OFElLICE AF8XI} 742 AN E release Of| 274511, XtS *MF Q|
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