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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 these systems to study writing process. In this research, we have
hypothesized and verified the relationship between each process and the editing operation for multiple processes such as writing,
reviewing and reviewing which are thought to be mutually related. In this paper, we show the results of these hypotheses and
verifications, the problems here and how to proceed in the future.
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Figure 1 Measurement and analysis of writing activity.
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Figure 2 Model for editing operation.
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Figure 3 The time-series change of editing target.
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Figure 4 Public work sheet for presentation evaluation.
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Figure 5 Co-occurrence matrix of the editing operation.
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Figure 6 Screenshot of worksheet for the visiting mail.
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Figure 7 Screenshot of worksheet for mail review.
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HEY, W6 TLEa—nBDANET 41— KR w7
XHALTED) IIhRFECE LS5 2 5.

(7) G 7
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R = A > b OAFHIRHE A & —FRBOFmH L E
2 —RHE A FHIBE 4 D MBIRE L p EZ & OFBIRE L
KOIRT. RO LY, RVIEY a X b ORFHAM A A
& —FEREDOREmN L E = —FHlE A FHI B 2 BIRIE IR
AETE R o7z,

F 4 A=V & A —/AERRE EOT & O BafR
Table 4 Relationship between the evaluation points of mail

sentences and EOI of writing mail.

EOI & miE
EE A — IV EHEIE B IR pfE

1{5B%, ZHA, FBERHIBITWS 0.30 0.091
2|1FBAENICRITT LD 0.20 0.26
JIEELARAFBRIICEITLS 0.19 0.29
A EFEMLHELIRITLS 0.24 0.19
SIB|EEETERIITLS 0.067 0.71

FEREE 0.35 0.049

£S5 LEa2—iH AL L= —KF EOL & D%
Table 5 Relationship between the evaluation points of review

and EOI of review.

EOI & 4868
S L ¥ o — MRS %8 pi
1| EA#MLERFRITTVLS 0.089 0.712
AETCLS AR 0.067 0.71
BT~ ALABITLAS 0.090 0.62
S A 0.20 0.27

£ 6 LB 2—d- iR L A — VG A EE & DBR
Table 6 Relationship between the evaluation points of review

and the evaluation points of mail sentences.

A — I3
mEFte o
IHE L a—2EER E3FEE5 pfiE
1| Bk ismr®ITwnS 0.36 0.038
2IRLmA|ITVS 0.92 -0.018
JUEBTAREAHNBIT LA 0.75 -0.058
MBS EE 0.10 0.56
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£ 7 WY IEYFMR L A —VSGHSGE & OBf%
Table 7 Relationship between the evaluation points of feedback

comments and the evaluation points of ail sentences.

A=

HERE

e o

EE HWOEY O X FEEES B[R pfiE

L2 —%2FFTOESORENRITTLS 0.054 0.763
2|MEBEICMTTORHARITILNDS -0.13 0.48
b RT < MEAUXETRIITLS 0.164 0.36
Sl R 0.86 0.031

8 RV KD FEA & LY o — TRl & o B
Table 8 Relationship between the evaluation points of feedback

comments and the evaluation points average of review

comments.

L Ea—

BT

¥ e o

EE wURY A FEEER R pfE

l]LEa—%2RFTOESORENRITTWVS 0.11 0.54
208 BEBICMIFTORHARITLS 0.40 0.02
bRt MBUXETRITLS 0.46 0.0073
AR SR 0.41 0.019

9 RV IR Il & LB o — TRl & o Bf%
Table 9 Relationship between the evaluation points of feedback

comments and the evaluation points average of review

comments.
L Ea—
HMERE
FHEm R
& oM
=6 WYY XA FERBHER B pfE
lfLEa—Z2RFToORAFORELFBITLS 0.046 0.80
2IUEBILMIFTOLFHHARITLS -0.19 0.29
Jbh et MEUXETHRITWLS 0.23 0.20
HEREE 0.77 0.20

7. R - RETHORELSEDODEE

4~6 T CTOAGEL - REEIC R 1T 2 i & 5% 0D J7ico
WTak %,

SBIDTAT 4 v 7 HEBEOBE TIEBIE LY — 2%
HAEHMIC L > TR Z &V L= [15]. 4RI
WHSCEDERL, LEa—, IRVIEY L) TRz %E
ML, &2 COMH - REExFEfiL7z. L»L, LE=a—
FERERMLZU FA4 MIEHmL TR, VT 1 FEE
e L7 5E, ZOmERRESCY T A MO SCERENL & i
THZLETLE 2 —ZRBHMIZR D EZZDND.

—7J7, EOI L3R5 FiEE U CHREMEZ 58 L- e
BAE & CEFHIOBMRZ 35 2 & T, Hilchamika G
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BNDZ ERHEETE D16]. LavL, Bifiliha AN 784,
FREREE L TV W O MO W CREEN TR - 7.
BEP O OITHRERIEDHWT LoDy, BIOIEHEZE EhE
L CW DR 22 D e A HIBIT 5 OBHEEEZN B TH S
SBIIINOOREERER T4 T 4 B =TS
A LT « RAEZMEDIE L TV L. ST REOFREIC
MTDEBEBLH > TN, EBIC, Jl&mE g4 T 47
HETOEREZHVIELT, XHEOR LEL LiFE Y —
CORMREMRIL TS ERTHELONIZIA LY T L
A LTORHFIEEBRNT S, 747 4 7 fRE~EHT
LT O == 3 UHBRFI L T0L .

8. &HhYIC

XEOET - LEa—%@HE LT, 47 0 7Bk
ROLEOFMOBIRE O Lz, BRAICIE, 947 4
THBIZREWT, ZMENIEELEE, T 2ZHAEM
HiIZLbEza—L, LEa—fRXETESE, SHIC%H
EHERASDOTIAT 47, LEa—LE/ SR
EIRVIEST, ZORVIEY bXEIZT D L0 5% %t
HL LT, HOICBERT D L& 2 5N EEREOER %
WEL, 77 My bEFHMEL, BEVWOBKREZSITT5 2
ENTERE BRIE, KAELTHIRTEHADY L, §&
SR bDOLEDTAHEAARIECE 2. 2FD, HxD
MR CRIZE L7e Yy — VB X OBEFRIEICLY, 47 1
TRRRIZE T D LEOFHEL L B o — & ORRE ST T
L EZ5.

L1%1%, 7 BTHRARZZARICLEN T, WL L
TWFETHS.

HJEE ABFZEIT ISPS BEFE 17K01085 OBk A% 17 7=
HOTT.
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