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Using Argument Mining to Assess the Argumentation Quality of Essays

The first study of argument mining
for argumentation quality assessment

Statistical insights into argumentation
based on the output of mining

State-of-the-art assessment of essay
organization and argument strength

Argument mining determines the argumentative structure of
texts. The benefit of this structure has rarely been evaluated.

Modeling of an essay as a flow of paragraph-level arguments
with sentence-level argumentative discourse units (ADUSs).

Novel feature types for argumentation-related essay scoring
based on the output of mining.
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_ For example, if we indulge in entertaining the idea of the film "The

matrix" it has a lot to do with the period of Romanticism. But the difference is that a poet from that time could transcend reality,
become one with Nature, and cruise wherever he wants using his imagination. Whereas now in the 2 1st century and in "The
matrix" in particular the scientific type of Man thinks that at last he has succeeded in making travelling without boundaries via
the virtual reality of his PC.
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