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Motivation

Commenting on articles on the websites of newspapers and journals is a central feature provided by the publishing houses. The comments
of the readers are a valuable addition to the editorially created content: they bind the readers involved to the offer of the publishing house,
they are additional content created by the readers themselves, and they enable conclusions to be drawn about how the editorial offer is
accepted by the readers and how it can be improved in the future.

But confusing argumentation structure and masses of texts lead to non-usable results of discussions, which must be manually processed
for further usage. Therefore, we need to rethink the way we discuss on the Internet.
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At least one day a week we should not eat meat at the university does not hold, because it is patronising to

decide on the nutrition of students.

1% & Vegetarian Diet: These arethe (O' X 4

J S © ciecuss.cshhu.de i ‘ Christian does not have any opinion for "it is patronising to decide on the nutrition of students". But he

claims to have a stronger statement for accepting at least one day a week we should not eat meat at the

Vegetarian Diet: These are the (DiS')AdVantages university. He says: this is a good contribution to environmental protection.

Many studies suggest that vegetarians live healthier lives. But is that
reason enough to give up meat and fish? Vegetarians live longer, are
less overweight, have better cholesterol levels and lower blood
pressure - numerous studies prove this.

What do you think about that?

O In my opinion, his statement is wrong and | would like to argue against it.

In my opinion, his statement is correct and it convinced me.
Most recently, the European nutrition study "Epic" (European Prospective O yop

Investigation into Cancer and Nutrition). The result: Vegetarian nutrition (O Inmy opinion, his statement is correct, but it does not support his point of view.

reduces the risk of suffering a heart attack by one third. O In my opinion, his statement is correct and it supports his point of view. However | want to defend my point of view.

O Go one step back. (The system has no other counter-argument).
Apart from the aforementioned health benefits of a vegetarian diet, there

are also ecological reasons to avoid meat and fish. Because vegetarians
are true climate protectors: During the production of meat, climate gases T —
are produced, especially during the Food for the animals. Those who
don't eat meat halve their personal carbon footprint . The same applies
to personal water consumption, the so-called water footprint. This
includes not only shower water or the amount of water your washing
machine uses, but also "virtual" water: every litre needed to make your
morning cup of coffee (140 litres), your leather shoes (8000 litres) or your

steak for dinner (4000 litres) to produce. If you decide on a vegetarian

diet, you reduce its water footprint by a third, vegans by half.

Structured Discussions

We develop software tools to collect the arguments from the reader’s argumentation in a structured way so that an argumentation map is
automatically created. This map can than be used for further processing to better understand the contents of a discussion.

Our software enables both explicit interactions with the arguments in the discussions and direct interactions with the article’s content. In
the illustration we see “discuss”, a tool for dialog-based discussions embedded into an online article. Here, a user previously used the
text-reference in an argument. Now, new users can directly join to this point in the discussion by clicking on the reference.
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