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Evaluation of Written Text in Logical Writing
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Abstract: In the university, students are required to submit reports, theses and abstracts for presentations as results of their
learnings and studies. To make those texts effective, students are trained to write texts logically. We have developed a text
editing system which records text editing operations. We use the system to study writing process. In this paper, we report the
results of an analysis of the relationship between the text editing process on our system and the evaluations of the written text.
We will discuss the relationship between an index of the improvement of a logical text and an index of editing operations.
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Figure 1 Measurement and analysis of writing activity.
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Figure 3 The time-series change of editing target.
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Figure 5 Co-occurrence matrix of the editing operation.
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Figure 6 Screenshot of worksheet for graduation thesis abstract.
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