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Aufgabe 1: Literaturverzeichnis Student Wendelin Wissbegierig hat für seine
Hausarbeit zum Thema “Genetische Algorithmen” das folgende Literaturverzeich-
nis abgegeben. Leider hat Wendelin in seinem Proseminar nicht richtig aufgepaßt,
daher enthählt das Literaturverzeichnis mehrere formale Fehler. Findet diese!
(Achtung: Es geht nur um formale Fehler, d.h. ihr braucht z.B. nicht die Korrekt-
heit der Seitenzahlen etc. zu prüfen.)
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Aufgabe 2: Korrektes Zitieren Im Folgenden findet ihr einige Zitate aus Wen-
delins Hausarbeit (direkte Zitate, indirekte Zitate, Umschreibungen), jeweils mit
der dazugehörigen Passage im Orginal. Leider hat Wendelin auch bei den korrek-
ten Zitiertechniken nicht aufgepaßt. Was ist korrekt, was falsch?

Orginal 1: Table 1 shows that for 3% summaries, the context information has little
influence on the number of the discourse ruptures present in a summary. . . . The
situation changes when longer summaries are considered. As can be observed in
Table 1, the continuity principle reduces the number of DR; . . .
Wendelin 1: Orǎsan (2003) found that context information can reduce the number
of discourse ruptures for longer summaries (e.g., 5% of the original text), though
not for shorter ones.

Orginal 2: Karamanis and Manurung (2002) used the continuity principle in text
generation to choose the most coherent text from several produced by their gen-
eration system. . . . We take a similar approach in our attempt to produce coherent
summaries, trying to minimise the number of violations of the principle they con-
tain.
Wendelin 2: Orǎsan (2003) take an approach that is similar to Karamanis and Ma-
nurung (2002) in their attempt to produce coherent summaries, trying to minimise
the number of violations of the principle they contain.

Orginal 3: After investigating our corpus we can definitely say that the continuity
principle is present in human produced abstracts, and therefore by trying to enforce
it in automatic summaries, we might produce better summaries.
Wendelin 3: Orǎsan (2003) carried out a corpus study and found that one “can
definitely say that the continuity principle is present in human produced abstracts”.

Orginal 4: In our corpus almost 75% of the pairs of consecutive utterances (614
out of 835) satisfy the principle.
Wendelin 4: Orǎsan (2003, p. 38) found that in their corpus “almost 75% of the
pairs of consecutive utterances satisfy the principle”.
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