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・The use of rubrics for report evaluation is recommended
・AI assessment of Clinical Reasoning Reports is desired
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20 Clinical Reasoning reports（20 physiotherapists with 1 to 5 years’ experience） 

AIM 2：To examine whether a detailed rubric improves LLM evaluation

Faculty members(A.B) and LLM(ChatGPT-5.5) assess the reports 

by referring abstract rubric

LLM only reassess the reports by referring detailed rubric

Result1 Moderate positive correlation between faculty members and LLM
Strong positive correlation between faculty memberA and memberB 

Result2 Providing more detailed prompts,

strong positive correlations between faculty members and LLMDATA

physical therapists with

 1–5 years of experience. 
simulated case is
femoral neck fracture.

STEP1

STEP2

Statistics Spearman's rank correlation among evaluators

AIM 1：To examine the correlation between LLM and human evaluations

LLMs had difficulty evaluating clinical reasoning using abstract rubric．
Detailed educational rubric prompts strengthened correlations with faculty evaluations.

Can LLMs support clinical reasoning assessment in practice?

A         B        LLM

ρ = 0.915, p < 0.001

ρ = 0.525,p= 0.001 ρ =0.48， p=0.031

A B

LLM

ρ = 0.788, p < 0.001 ρ = 0.727, p = 0.002

A BLLM

Integration Integration Interpretation Interpretation problem

Level3

Level2

Level1

Assessment method：Rubric（5 criteria × 3 points = 15 points）
Integration Integration Interpretation Interpretation problem

Level3

Level2

Level1

Abstract rubric Detailer rubric

Specific sub-items and 
scoring criteria

Detailed rubric prompts improved the agreement between LLM and faculty evaluations.

Detailed rubric prompts strengthened correlations between
 LLM and faculty evaluations.

Original broad rubric items
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