FhEXEERET AR E] No.24. (1994.10.1)
FHZMDFERSEICEESTHIERICETH5—EE

ReEA¥A¥E E XK B W

6. FL®IC

J—F 4 v ZOEEIBNT. EHOBERIFERLZLEEEZZ O, B2 ETHETREBELZS
BIREEDD., 2EHOTRELADLETY —T 1+ Y /HHEBERL. {EEETH L0080
ERETHD. T, Brizl0&LI 2o roBH 23 MEL. ZEFCHL TEIZLO%E
RTNFENDOTHAI. KRTE. 722 ORBPBELVWHIBHALSHMITOWTH
U. ZAFZEOHECERAVWONTEERERLHEL. TOEBERMIMES2ERT 3. =
SIZ. COMESEZFOILOLLT, THE) LVWHBEEA»PSEMORAFEERLUEZ DL
EHATET S, BATIHHC THE| 2858502602 LT, SEEEZII L. SEER
ROBBEEITY. REL., BREE27 7A M ORABIOEMCHERAT A L OWEEEL., 20
BESIZOWTERTECEET S,

l. HAIZEOAREHBHT HERNEROHE

1.1. HHBEOLRITBITE2EH

RHE. FIAMDEASEEXHWT AR, EQOLIREBFEESFOERLLTHWSAT
&1=D1Z A5 1%, Harrison (1980) % Klare (1984) {C&hif. ABILTUTD220L XD
BEBFOFEHLLTET SN 3,

a.sEERL NI b. XL XL
FORE (BOTHH B
A (BoOEHEE) XDORE (—XHiz ) OFEH)
HWMRBEOH MBS

CHODEBERIR. RRCBVWTRATFOERBRIEELE5258Z2060. £L0HEIHED
AR (readability formulae) ICBWTHAENTE 2. 2L AL Spache (1953)DRET S
The Spache FormulaTit. AP X %W T IREL L T. ORAEDQOEVWHEEOH. Q11X
HlY)OREHEBEHEZEINLTVWSL, TOMDEELRFEHHEDOARK (Dale & Chall 1948;
Flesch 1948; Fry 1977; McLaughlin 1969) & T4, LR 2HEBOEHBSIHBEI LTV 3,

1.2. REROBEAZFZXOLAXOBES
LL. BRLARL - XUVXVOEROBKTFEL, 72AMDRABBEILHMT I LICIE
HADHB2ZENTER. FOROHED—IC. (FZHEXOARXROWKRICHIEREILE
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FOEBHELIIMOBEESELLZV] WS DBH B, m& 2T Davison (1986: 28) T
CEELTOLDICHALTWS,

. [Tlhe developments in research about readability formulas have taken place
in a manner virtually absolutely independent of research on the central issues of
how the human mind processes language. The use of readability formulas can only
be stabs in the dark as predictions, and totally uninformative as guides to
writing because they do not and cannot define causes of difficulty.

Klare (1984) 55T 5L I2. BRAHABFEDAXTHWONAZEHE., 77 A MQEBEOMARK
EH ETLHEABRTHYVERBEAGRTRZY. LaL. ZAFOZAEHoLE TR EL
ROEBRWRIZITSCBERZLOLEVNSTN. LEd->T. RASEOARDOEFEELZTO
30t ZROHEAAEEBRL. RAFSHBIBELTHERITREZGZHOP I TILE
BELBEDTH S,

1.3. HHBEDANLKEE

FNTR. ZAFEBTFIAMEZBRETEIEIC. COLIRABBBBLINZDTHAS D H.
Greene (1986) . EEBEBRICBVT. LB 22D RV (BRL XL «XLUAXRIL) OFHEDEF
ML, BERMEICET AR, HKECHETIMNE,. L TRULHRABBSLETHS. &
FRLTWS, ERFABHNBE LT 2001, XNOBROEREHTHY . HH»FIXSELHE
BTAEI. TASPEASERYOEEETOARL TRWIZW, £z, HEAFEL . BID
RB|R/FIAIDTIZOHBBEIETIHDENI . £, —RULHAORIFEFEPLPELFO
EXTIEREERL. BRETAI-ORCEREINS, 2OLHIC. SEBERICIE. XURILVELE
BLARXLVOAZOEZLIZHLAHASINIAEBEETAOTH 5. FRTIE. BRAOMBEHEL
TARED. UT. XFAH[CHICESEYUT, BEAFTH IS LELET 5,

M (1987: 3 ZRERDFRAZEDARICOPNTUTO LI KBTS,

RIEXEFOL#BELSICHREN L THHLEL L THL# O readability formulaTH 5 HE
FEbLSRZW, DENHLLETOLUILRLDOFEABEUILRSATEXELL TORAFS
FHEnWOTiERNS, (THIIES)

CCT, KAREHIABEORIAZFOFTFIAMNDODERICIE. BRLANIL - IULRXILOEHROH 2
57, XELRXLVTOEERBPELTWAZEERELTVS, B, F2AMDFEAZGE LT
HIBEORSAFEL, 72AM e LTOURBEF 2 LOENBLLTEIASONTERIITTH
3. LHL, ROFHFEOLALEBOTIE., THINHIEICHEVEEEZHMIT Tl RD-
f2o £, Klare (1984: 726) &. TP SORHBEDONAOHEOEL XEHEELL T,
FTIZAMNBBEOEEREALUTOLICHXRT NS,

Consequently new formulas and new "nonformulas” are likely to continue to appear.
The current structure-of-text orientation in reading research offers a significant
new direction for such work.

EFNTIE., LTEEBSTELTVWALIIBXELARXLOBHICREDL>RLOBHEDES
dW. ZECTE. FP2AMETI2ALNESOLDBHDELT. THE] WO EBELEBTRT 5.
BRTIE THE E T—EOXOESEKILSCERTAERDELEN] LWIRBEETLOL
U, BiRxEDEZLEeT 2, FELHFH ST 58S L LT Canale & Swain (1980) (%, QKR
# (cohesion) &. @—HE1E (coherence) D 2 D% ZEIF TS, Richards et al. (1992) |t
% 'the grammatical and/or lexical relationships between the different eiements of a
text' . #L T—EBM#% '"the relationships which link the meanings of utterances in a
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discourse or of the sentences in a text' & EFRL T3, ETAIZ. HMELIZ. HBF2
AMNCBUAEBERMICEL ALEN,. ERNULBUGHEEXEKRL., —EHLIBT27AMES
JARLDZ2NAEERNICHESTEDTHEEVALI. BT, ZO2H20EZEDI L
Ty, HRHBEEWHIHEA» S, BRUECHFCES L YT, BRsEDa L LT 3,

2. REELEEEM
2.1, HERHEERER

HEMEOESE Halliday & Hasan (1976) IS WTEEMLERSREI N, BodEEE:
DUTFTnLDICHBEL TWA (Halliday & Hasan 1976: 4) o

The concept of cohesion is a semantic one; it refers to relations of meaning that
exist within the text, an define it as a text.

Cohesion occurs where the INTERPRETATION of some element in the discourse is
dependent on that of another. The one PRESUPPOSES the other, in the sense that it
cannot be effectively decoded except by recourse to it. When this happens, a
relation of cohesion is set up, and the two elements, the presupposing and the
presupposed, are thereby at least potentially integrated into a text.

X5, TOB2EEEMICIZOET (reference). @KH (substitution) . @EEE (ellip-
sis). @& (conjunction), @EBREMD D (lexical cohesion) @5 DD FIIEEICSH
HEhs, EREFKEFACHBRRBOFERICL - T, HAEBEEL2RTXRICHI2EZRLE
U252 ThHd. KELERBRIIESS L, TTIEEEINLD0ELVEBELRBEAANS
CEIWCES2TEVWRZALODTHS, (KAWL "so’ ® '‘one' ZEDERICL> TRRILT A5, &
BEAHIZTHOLEDLRZNWIEIR L2 T, ﬁ??ﬁ%&_@%f%ﬂ"]’)&ﬁs‘)%$%76,§4250\T2%
BELZ?, #HETMOERNERLRIRERY. GEEOERN LB #RT-HICEREN
A, TITOEKRMMFKGE T, HE, %%, FE-ERL2L0OB®R%ET. SRE-O RS L
X, F27AMATEASH2EREBRICEL 2EKMEFKREET. comBlZXoKC MEVIR
L (reiteration)j &. [ZE (collocation)] D 2D FHSHEEhs. &DRLEIE. $2
REEZBVELEY, 2h2ROBTEVWRALDITACL AT, £, BEL T, Rz
ST I27AMIBNWTHEHE T 3 EHOFVWEREBC L-> THILTA2ERERTH 5.

X 5. Halliday & HasaniZ CHh S OERMEFE (cohesive devices) (I SEMLREL (regis-
ter) ERE LT, 7272 b (texture) 2EOV B TOR L ERL 2. EBFERABKL IEEFTSD
TONBREP. ECLBTI3E5F0EN. FRLEE2XTLOTHS., 727 AMEL L, &
RECE-> THRILTAERMEG: SEFRABRO—BHE4*BAZF LD TH I HIBELERK
T2, EVRANIE, FO2AFDBTFI2A P LTREBAINZDICIT. SENFEBROH ST,
FTORBPE L > TRENEAEHERTIRBECHTIAH OGN ELTEDTH 3.

HERUEARXHFEOHWWICERT A EICIE. W 22DFEBH2. Blic. LEnLH
i, BREQGIDVRKEZLELVARVOBREBMIBAZ LW EASBITONS, B0, HREYE
DOF:ZiE Halliday & Hasan IC& 3 L ERNZEKRTHY, RBRCSVWTLRAFORAFHIC
BEES223L0WHE88Fons, HIL2EHFEBOFERBEAL T, SRECEROREELE
KT SMENE< HY (Cooper 1984; Demel 1990; Geva 1992; Jonz 1987 72 &) . HEHMEIZHE
AFIESLOEEEEIZTEBREINTNS. CO2ODFHMTLTVWS LS. &E
LRGBS OHABICERATIC L LR ELYESHILBx 503, KETREFREAZEALHS
OHEICERL -ETHEL£BHL. #hosflRLEEHIE»WTHL 2oL 2T 2,

2.2. EBASEOHUMMICBVWONAIERNESE

FIZAMNDHEDPBEZHMTI2ERL LT, EREAFBLEI ETARKA TN HzEn
T&l, ZEITIEEI Clark (1981/1986) & Hasan (1984, 1985) ICHESE#YT. BEsTo C
et 3, '
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2.2.1. Clark (1981/1986) @ The PHAN System

Clark (1981/1986) X F 2 AL DFEH ST 2 HETA24H DL LT The PHAN Systen®#EL
e COEFATIREASX2HMTERLL T, OXTHALIEREOMOIERE. QA% L
B4 8HMEBEZOEE. OFEERIEMRTIERHEBOERE. O 3 2MBBRELTH
3. £, COEFLRBWTIE. 72 MRAEGEIREIASTENS (K1 8HE) .

B 1 : Clark @ The PHAN Systemic & % 5 2 2 k5347

Phrases Number of phrase steps

. Men
. are working 2

. in the city.
They
want
. to take down
some
. old buildings.
. The men
10. work - _
11. with big machines
Inference 12. and . 3
13. the old buildings
Vocabulary problem 14. come down.
Inference 15. Now
16. the old buildings
17. are down 14
Inference 18. and jl 2

Vocabulary problem

el e R N S e

19. new buildings
Vocabulary problem 20. are going up.
21. Men
22. work
23. with machines
Inference 24. here
Inference 25. too. _J
Vocabulary problem 26. Up go
27. the new buildings.

(Clark 1986: 23&£951/)

QOEEICEALTIE. 220 EEAN (8)) ORCEET 280K » TH#IE 3, Clark
K&, COBERSKRELAZHEY. RAFORABEBL. 727 AMERMTCCRBLN
Yo QDR AEIEFENEZIE. 1 Tt Inferencel NI IRUMBEZSNATNS. 2hS
DERNBEEHSHBLTI200ET 7 A MRCRARMCRRSNTEST. TOBRRBZHF
DERIIENSNZLDO%EET. QOEREBORHEELIL. BOSE 1ELRATLITD
B> ERORSPHEDAREZFMI LDOIITREINLLDOTHS. ML TE2BLUL»SRS
AEANEAFOREEL+ESHIZRL L TERIO TV S,

Clark #9873 5 The PHAN SystemiZid. BB 2HRMEOMR LB LA LAPBRET S
h3, Reild, BROEZEOERICHEL T, ChAsEA2FOBNEH ICBEL5152L
ABRET TSSO (A 1993 . Nunan 198372 %) . BHOKZWESE. ZHFOEROEK
ANEBICLAZEBREZINTN S, '

bmb\:@%?wmuﬂﬁmm%6mménrm&mﬁbﬁETé;5m$bn6°%1
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. COEFNTIABIFOERBL L Z-> TVWE, AIOEENRBICLENTVWEE, &
WHBTHObh TS, Clark . COFEFLIE—ENBSNEFCHBELZHAR TRV ERXXTNS
B, ChBEZANTER*ETAHEREVLICSZI AN, H208MELLT. 772
FATORRHUEZEDOARICOWTOZTBEBREL TWAZ LBIERHTE S, A (1994) TS
BLONTWAREDIC, BER2BZR4TBETAEFANEROFERABEIIENEL L E. T2 .
FOF 72T A%L-STHEESEZIONS, HLAERNEENMOBENEZE LY L -
L0 EEREINNTE. FOTI2AMEBH Ay 2ORREPHHICEBELZ2HLDEED
N3, COECHALTREETHZEADBSNS, SHOBHTELBLTETHS .

2.2.2. Hasan (1984, 1985) DfERHIFF

RIC. Hasan (1984, 1985) DRI T AR AT (cohesive harmony) IZHOWTHL 3. T D
BRICBWTIE., RN —BHoBRES L ) EBRNCERINI L 2oz, Hasan £F 2
A MDO—EXITERNIEE (cohesive chain) BHEEERZTIEBECEAI T2 ERLIZ, &
ROEH IERNEESEETAIC LR E»TEL32LBM)THD, £1-. CCTOMBEE
BeizBRnBEgEMicforNERNMAGR 2 HEL I L 28K T 5. BRNAML . HEE
AT IYERNEHICAE T AERNEES T I7AMOFRBNTEHDAEEGEZEKT 2, Lz
BoT, BEMNHAAOBEOENWTFZ7A M. EXBLNER/LB-THEY. ERBFETHEOD
BNLDTHDHEWNWZ S,

Hasan (1985) (3. ERHAFEAOHLAL ST I A M HET->TWB. STk, BEMADD
E4dunskEfEnweasHEnzT 2720 (LT, 72A01) KEKRT 5. Hasan IZHEHD
FOAMLEZBRL, 9 %EToR (BRRTRERFIZAMLO—FEZBNATACLLETE) &

FTI7AM1

1. once upon a time there was a little girl

and she went out for a walk

and she saw a lovely little teddy bear

and so she took it home

and when she got it home she washed it

and she had the teddy bear for many many weeks and years.

(Hasan 1985: 72 & 9 —H{ P LK)

T O B OB
e e e v e

THESW-EFEEHERNEEICE T2 L HEn-HB2EK T 5. 1 THO 'girl’ L.
0% 'she' TEWBRASGNT WS, £ 31TE® 'teddy bear’ X# D%, "it' TOESW#L
PEBVBELRETRREZINTNWS. £z, 278D ‘'vent out' ORERRELL T, 5THOD
"got-home' BTSN, 4{TH®D 'took’ DEIFEFELLT. 6THD 'had"OHFEEMSEH/ENT
W3, choiER2n &S ICEFRNEE~2L . EHMATERMNBEEERE2ZT LS. BHEY
FAROESE. THEEZBWEEMAOTFT A MLEKICBTAEAICL->TREEIN S,

2 - BRMEHB OHEEER

she (girl) went out

home she got home

home she , took it (teddy bear)
she had teddy bear

(Hoey 1991: 16 & v 3|H)
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Hasan OEHMBMNOBESHEROEREER/LERLISLLT. OERNEZEOERHEH
AEAMCE>NOTEHAZL., 2hoBloL ) TERYEAKZRELZTONICEELE, QEREDE
AT oA PO—BHICH L TEEAE ST LE2ERLE. LI 2E8E T3, b L.
Hasan OERBEL WL O THIE. HABOHAH» ORI EESEB/LAIELNTEIDOTIE 2N
1235,

LU, Clark OEHLEHIC. Hasan OBRILELFRTLZABEITXREABDZNVLICE
bhd, BELIC, BEREHARNCEITIAAHCBENTYH, F7AMHDA»2—-IHBEDLHITE
FENTHNAOPEFIHTECLIRETHS. BRNANOBR L. SENEZOHEEES
HBERULATHESESKENDS, Fho8TI7APMRRBNTEDE I LFHAERZLTNAD
KHOWTRRLTWRZN, TLL, F2AMNCBTA2HER0SHFCHTIAENEREHEVE
HULZVWDTHA. SOH%Hoey (1991: 16) FLUTOLIREBHEL T3,

What Hasan's notion of chain does not do, however, is provide any insight into the
answer to the question of the relationship of cohesion to the ways sentences connect
as wholes. The entire strategy of describing text in terms of cohesive chains
militates against consideration of how the sentences relate to each other as
sentences.

ZZT Hoey UF 2 APO2EBABETAL-DICIE. BREDARZST. X (L IXBH
) BEDEHORCHELD>TWEPEZEBERLATNERS LWL ERRELTNWAE N &
e :
B2OMESL LT, SRNFEANOCBREIZERNEZFOEERDOEZAHEVEZEEL TN
W esBiyons., COMELR ClarkOETFL L L EBT 260724, LRAOMESARM
A, BEA-OZBVOZAOMELEILION S, BENEZO—FETHIERM DB IT.
Carter (1387, 1988) THRUSATWNR LA, RAFRL->TFORADESWNERZZ LE
Ao, H22oD0EREEOBKRMEHS L OBRERVODS (LLLIE. BNOH») IZL-
TH, FIO2AMEGEARLZSERLZIET TH S, LLL. BREERTEChSOHENICER
2EZL. ALEEREAFOERPESHL L TUARIROOALZNWDTH S,
BIOMESLLT., EENBEHNOBRICESKFZ2AMNSHTOZRORBEIBE TN
%, Hasan (1984) (Z 2 HHOYEXEZANWTHREZEBHEL TWA M, £FOPRT. 7272 bDOFH
ft. BT, BRYFEHCEMULRWEBOHRAICEEBOR S EMBE W, 2L 2 £, Hasan
(1984) TOF#HTiL. 'go and find' b WHRBPE 1 2OHfe L6212, £-FOEFRT
it. 'girl' WD 1 EX 1 DOELGELTR> TS, ULHL. CORHLIEDTERENT
. EHEEOTVWT VAN IHEFTICLBHELWEIICEDN S, £/-, HREN/-EE
ZLHEBRINTHHAISNATHAH, AF (1978) BEHTILIC. COFHLBEZC L TR
., ChoDEEBFFRRL 2L TR, EEEOBRBVTHESEL, BEAEE2ZAB X DY
MicEATAC L BEHEICRETHAE ).

3. REBELZ-4S%OWMROFEHE

PIE. BEDELS S S Clark® The PHAN Systemd . Hasan DEEEMEMIOBE. BLU. *
DORENBESLCSOWTHL 2. FATIRR. ChooREI%2F 2R MOEHSEQHIICHEA
TAHZEDUERAEL DI, SEHLDLIRHESRINBIRETHEID, BA5Nh3
FagEe LT, OF 2 A HOFEOEEELEH S, QF VA MEOER B F 7 A MIHT
AEAFORIGHEFERTS., L) 2888 ITFoN 3,
DRAKEFBCESHEOEHEARLTDI-DCHLETH 2, BEEMNABEHL LTI, B2,
FIOAPOHE{EOEEEZRBIIRET S LNEITONS, LTRRELIC, F7A &
RTARFBNEBEFCERBTAICL2LE. EHAXOBVWAZRTARZNWTSHSH. LT 2
DDEFANTI., BEENICE - AUVRANVTOBEMNBFERINTN S, chSOESBHERNI
ERRxeonWnazWzd, CHASOETLCLES> TEARAEXT>CLBEBTH I L FHEA
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B, £ E-ALRLVOBMOHAZST, ELOBEOBRMAERTATHEELERTRET
HA5Y. B2, BEXOAFNOHE. BUEBRNEREPHAE L 2D THS D, Hasan (1984)
BEBTALOC, ERUKEHREOT T, EEOBFERERCR#ETHS. LerL. COHE
BFZ2AMDTIOAMEEZRETAOLKRELZEHEZZLTVWSIDLHEETH S (Halliday &
Hasan 197688) . COBBOETLX BN T, FES+BRHEBREL. THEBMOEEEEXED
BEWIFENEZOND. I 1 OOTHEMELTIE. HLA2EERSEAZINIBEOFOREIR
BYaa2—N2A%EERL. T L-> TEEOTEEREM T WS L bFE LN D, KF
KEALTIE. CharoOMEBFLNZLTIATHAD.

QIR EICESLHENELUELETHADICHETHS. PDIC. HRFI7ALFHOET
WCE>TERSNLET 2R MOBYS. BAFIHLTAOEELEXZVOTHNIE. 20
EFNERABEDOHMCERTACLEFAFYTHILZFEL1oN3, COHOWRITAESL
EXNTWS (Bernhardt 1991B8) , L L. COHEOWETCHEHREINATWETF A MFHD
EFWMIFRECL->TELRY, BHLBEROEKIIHLWL, £, ETRXRXEZLH>IZTIXH
SHOFEEQOEFEEA*EHACLA#EKEICL T, CORSMEOBRLIEETHSD. Lz
T. 5%OWELL TR, 2T —EHEOHE37 7 A Mo ETV. FLT. #ORICTF A
EBRRICEAAEEEADIRETHS ).

- By

EHTE MF272 0] %, THE] LW BROLZRARS. BRH. »OEENCERSO
RLOLLTESL. HALEDHIIL LT S, '

2. Hasan (1984, 1985) Tz CHEKNEZEL T, OfTEE-1T78. QB8 -HITAE. @
758 (F) —BF. OQREFTA-—REXN31D. OBMAETTLO-BEETRENDD
D. DSEEEBTTWS,
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