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1. BLBIE

KT, TEDHERERE ORI DWW, FrIC ARSRELANITE & ©
HHICEHLCRAT LI L2 HMWE T 5, RN ZRIIFREN R OFEM % 78X 2 A
12, FFLT CHERESEMROFEENE L ARSELENIFE L 0L ) 12O
THHIZHT %,

1.1 A EREBE WL D FER

[(MEFEHEZE] S 3CE@E N EFEHE D LMRDOZ L Th LAY, ik
OFIE DA 5 CEBS0FEELLET) CTHMERESE X A o [
FHEO 1D LTEEN TV, 72, FHRI0EE 2 SH721T@ A & AKX
FIIBWTYH, HEREREE [0, Sy, RUZOMESE ] o128 1T
I TwD, 2o X912, MNEFRLEMRIE RIS, RUFHES
BT AT ED 12 LTHRZAZENTEL, L2 LS, SEFESE
fge & L CEBIITONANRIZLIEICH Y, HWERESRE I A LERS SEFED
FelZILE & 2 WIRIA S 8o TV B, MEREREMIZEOH CTlie b HE b %
SBICEFES D B, EH (2018) FHEFEHEMEIIOVT [FFHEFDO—E T
3%, MABDFEMTHYFFETH L, Sty LEY, HET% EOHMR %
T 5D, Wl L CHFEZ R DDDOTHHIT o TENS OHIR % FHREET 5
BEThsH] (p12) Lk, HHERE (PEFE) BEMFROFAREE L MB M2 L
TWwW5,

F 72, HMEREHCEIZE & b BB ORVER L LT SES (Applied
Linguistics) #%® V), $FICHAREN TS S8 & A EREZE W 7E 25 H 38 T

SR
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WHENDZ LD, IBHERFICBIT AT ERMETHD 1 2L LTH
T SiE81% (Second Language Acquisition; SLA) P& EF N5 DITFHETH 575,
D SEFOM R KDOHEETH L7 A1) A SiE#4 (American Association
for Applied Linguistics) DFETH = B4 &, 2014EI2ABAETE 1 ITIRT210
INX AT GIT TV B,

FKLUIRESNZEY, ICASHEFOPTICISHEIERICETA MYy 27213 Th
<, RBARFRRHBAICEE LD O, FSEBURRA TA 0¥ - LoHtast
BB L72b D, I—RARTFA MG E Vo LIHHRBHAICHE L bR L,
SR FRGE EEE LZNEDRGEINTWEZ LD 0h b, 25 OZIEH:
FEP-72b DY HBY, FOLIINEFEEWR 72D TH L, LoT, Lk
IHMVERESREM L IR 2 2% G, TOuET AMANSIESTHETO 5T
FHF, F7o, MELETSEESLZITICOMRESNT, FEWICLZIThzs L
W25,

£1. 7A)ACHEEFRIIBIT AMAEREROKX S

Analysis of Discourse and Interaction
Assessment and Evaluation

Bilingual, Immersion, Heritage, and Minority Education
Corpus Linguistics

Educational Linguistics

Language Cognition and Brain Research
Language and Ideology

Language and Technology

Language Maintenance and Revitalization
Language Planning and Policy

Language, Culture, Socialization and Pragmatics
Phonology/Phonetics and Oral Communication
Reading, Writing, and Literacy

Research Methodology

Second and Foreign Language Pedagogy

Second Language Acquisition, Language Acquisition, and Attrition
Sociolinguistics

Teacher Education, Beliefs, and Identities

Text Analysis (Written Discourse)

Translation and Interpretation

Vocabulary and Lexical Studies




1.2 S EREHENZ & BARSELENIZE L OBDH Y

AIEICili_7- & 912, YMEFESREWRIEFHRN 2 SR 2 5L, SRS
PITONLETETH L, €D &) OVEREEEMR CRFERFIFEE 2T TS
DN, BHIKRSFEMFA (Natural Language Processing) DHIR %4 L72Hf9ETH
5. AREREME L I AR S55F (ARSE) oMt aryvta -y -2k
S THBMIZHHM T2 FETHY), ZOFEZUTHA LEEOZER* HIE T,
ZOERLHED 1212, NHPED L) ICSHELZHMEL, WHT 2022 F
LIEHE, A ¥a—5—7urI 003 B L CIUET ST LAH S (Crossley,
Varner, Kyle, & McNamara, 2014) ,

T EFEHE S O TELFEEEMNEED 1 2 Th B Wiley #3470 Language
Learning 2B W T3d, 2017412 “Experimental, Computational, and Corpus-
Based Approaches to Language Learning. Evidence and Interpretation” &9
FRESHMENL R L, AEREHEMRICB VW THRSHELEO LY o ¥a—
F—w Wiz T 7a—FREEEINRTWS, ZTOREICE TN TV A Rebuschat,
Meurers, and McEnery (2017) Tl, SiEBEE2M%E T 7 7u—F& L TIh
FCREBRNZFENETH 72, ZRIZarEa—y—Ra—NA&EHL
2T Ta-FEREGTAHIET, ERWLT 7O —F TRHEL PR )RV
EFTHPTLIENTELEEFREINTVES, Ty E2—F =R — S %L
HU720F28100E, KBBR8 % 0 — N2 % HAREENEO T % v -Comd
52 L TCHEBEOTIEBR NS — v ELBTODL ENL DS, FOMICbiks
% CTHASHLE O 25 H L7V ERERE MR Th LT 5, KEITIE,
BARN 2 BARSEUH O TN 2250, ShooiEHEplZ L Y2 —LTn»
<o

2. BREZEVEOFE%EN LYNEEREREDELS
2.1 BT EIRIFAT

AR EIRAAT (latent semantic analysis; LSA) (Z/LHFOSE TILL HWS
NCELARSHELEOTETH Y, HHFEITH o THEREHEMAEOTEH TH H
WHND L) o TEz, ZOFHR, RBBZFHT — /S 21T LML
ETILE 21T 9 2 & THEER LD ER L BFAIIRTH O TH S (Landauer &
Dumais, 1997; Landauer, Foltz, & Laham, 1998), ¥ 72, #® X ) %L HEEKIZFE D



W, HEERLOMEN2EUELHMEE LTHEETAZ LD TE S,

LSAO R b EELMIEIL, ZOERET 2 EERI/EROLIRICEBIT 2 HFEOH
¥ (usage) O HEE & DFALR (reference) I2EEDWT WA EW) ZETHD
(Landauer & Dumais, 1997), Z OIEFGAYFESE L 72 > T\ 5 OA%, Harris (1970)
O5AiEE (distributional hypothesis) T# 5, Z OIREETIX, EBRAYIZEE L
TWAHGEEF U R CHEBZEWICET 2725 TRL, MLEHIR My I
Bl A DTIRICBNTHBEDOMOHFE L RS 5 L SN b, FIzIE, [TFEDOUEMIC
YHEMIEDLETH S| & TEEPFTERNICEZET 2EEIRDOLN TS ]
W 20D EMAPDOTNRE L THEZLGE, (¥ & [#h] v HiEIEF
CXIRCHEBEMIZIGE L TWa 720, BEERICE® L T 5 LHET 2 D55
Vo =, [HHM] & TEE] BRI CTRICEER TRV 00, Fr DB~
FEOUTITHE LB e FD. INOOHGEL [ LW HELALT2D
DR CTRIFFEMICIE L TB Y, LSA TIEZ D L) 2 TRIZBIT 2 HiEOHE R
1 - B RS RICE DWW THEDOEREZ KL T4, 2O L) mEKRICED
T &T, LSA TIFEREM 2 EROBEZZIT TR, L DB LIV BER %
HHROMME TRAL LN TE, HENICABOERKIC L D IEVEKROKEE
IR ZEDTEDL, TD&H I LSA IECRFP O HEFED ik & o HEE L OBIfR
IZEDOWTHER T ERT L7720, [HEEOMBICESCEE], 230, Wkick
FHEOLNEDWTHFEOBEREZSRTOLAE Y I ab—2 3 X A
ETFNVELTHIEH S NS (J45, 2016)

B 2 B ik _AUE, LSAIE T — /812 & o T X N2 Bk T O &
ZERNIC BV THEER L A OGN EE R PLVELTERET L DTH S,
KEDPLFIEE LTI, TEhba— 3% b 12 (D)HERFT, CEEHIE L,
BB LEIIBIT B HEO LB A2 R T HE-SCETF 2 ER L, (2)%#
OIEICHIT 2 BHEEORE L0, PHOGEICO AT 2 EED
WEEWRO DL L) ZEADT R, Q) FERMESE (FT5H BT,
(4) RTEDFKER, LW 4DDAT v TR ETEROERDITHN S (Glinther,
Dudschig, & Kaup, 2015; Giinther, & Kaup, 2016) » FEEOEIER L &, LSAD X
DRI T E O FMIC oW T, 85 (2016) % Landauer and Dumais (1997)
SN0,

LSA TS NIHEEOBEERNZ PL g b LI, TNoOMO a1 ¥ 35l



SN, FOMEAHGER OB 2 BERE & SN b, BLHEEOMIZERWIZIZ—1.0
MPHH+10%ESH, EHIZ0IGEWVIZEEEHETH D, LOIED I EMEM
OEWRMZHEESBWEFRSNS, 728 21, LSA TRL LI CHwENS
TASA (Touchstone Applied Science Associates, Inc.) I —/SA % N— 2|2, EE
FIIZBEE L Cwb & b s “education” & “schools” @ 2 DEFED I A ~
HEWML72GE, FOMEIZ080TH L DAL, HHRAICIEH FVEHEL Wi
WweEbihs “education” & “lions” IZDOWTIF0.03EEH EINL, Tz, £2
13 “education” ¥ —%v b& LT, FNEERWEEREIHW EAL105E
TASA =82S L7z DTH L, ZOBITIE, ¥—7 v MBI 5Tk
EFEL, b LIEMLAZNREDOIRTIE LS\ EE 2 5N 5 FEAE
RO LI ENTOAE I EDGREESL D,

F72, LSA TRHEGFEZIT TR, UREE R EikA R 2 0 RICTE
5o HWEEE ) LOBERMEI ML ZOBMERERZ &2 5T L3S, Pk
DAL TER 2 B 2 2B Il 2 038 Lv, LarL, LSA TR
7T SCRBE, LD X9 A ISR & 7 AL T o BRI B o 5
DBHRETHY, ZOHE, LPEELHET M4 DHGEDONRT L OEFHRF
B b 52 LAY IZAT LS (Foltz, Kintsch, & Landauer, 1998; Wolfe,
Magliano, & Larsen 2005), ¥ 3 1%, Leo Lionni #19634E 12585 L 72484 Swimmy
DEEHLIIOWT, BET A2 CMOEKRNEEELZHR L -bDTHE, 20D
BITIE, L2 &3 DERNZ DR CFHli SN TWD 2 L0505,

# 2. LSA 12X » T“education” & ZF Ay B8 B
DS\ &I S 7 HLGE

EIRIY B EE O fE i
0.84 educational
0.80 schools
0.78 educators
0.78 schooling
0.77 vocational
0.67 colleges
0.67 educating
0.67 esea
0.66 curricular




3. LSA T X 53R 0 EWRAY B H L

TR B X

1: A happy school of little fish lived in a corner of the sea somewhere.
13
2. They were all red.
46
3. Only one of them was as black as a mussel shell.
.15
4. He swam faster than his brothers and sisters.
.10

5: His name was Swimmy.
iE. 7% A NI Swimmy (Leo Lionni, 1963) O B HEERS 2> Sk L 72,

ZZFET, LSAIZ X B HFRR CHOERN 2 B OB R, BHRAYIZEE L
TZHEEO I —NA SO A ER L L HICHB L TEL, NS5O LSA Of
fElE, 727 RX=2D7T 7)) r—3 a3 (Dennis, 2007) % R 7% EOffENY 7 b
DOy =V HAWTELITTH T EATE 5 (Giinther et al, 2015) o

PEREBHEMIZEIC BT % LSA OIFHEF O 1 2L LT, FREDIEFHT— 5
% LSA OEE» S L720 DA B, Crossley, Salsbury, and McNamara
(2010) 1, KENZWAEL T2 EFHEFEFEOHRT T — & 2 REIICIEL, #5
BOREN L 725855 EHERE OB O ERI 2 BMEE LSA 12X > T L7z, 2D
KR, THEPFEREEE &S IZEFICHATHIIONT, EHSINLIEEHO
BIRMWBLEEREE L 2 AR EINT, TNIEDFY, HEOEMENHTE L1
ONT, FHEEIAHCTERMICHE L-NATRIET A L)% o7, S0
AL, BRMIC-B LR A2 T80 ko720 ) 2ETHDE, 2O L
2, HESHENOEAOBKE T, FHBOREEMBIIBUIT D HFEOHK TS &N
LSATEREND L) BBEVLANVDLDIZED> Tz LR RET D (cf
Crossley, Subtirelu, & Salsbury, 2013) .

F 72, LSA 15/ L CHMEREHH BT 57 % A M3t 4T - 72032 0 4 {17
3 %, Crossley, Louwerse, McCarthy, and McNamara (2007) (340 3EESE
HTOBEMICEENLETFA D)L, FERFMTICEESERILI N TF
A b, FHREMTOSHEORENEN TR VEEEORE Y (F—tr T 1 v
I%) TEAMEMBELT, LSAICL A& To72 SHHDTF A MNIB



JOBHT 2 LOBKRMBEE L BB Lz 2 s, MRSz FAPLIDD
=t T AV I T FAMIBVTEOHMEEIMKDr 722 ZHmE LTS,
¥ 7z, Crossley and McNamara (2008) lZHfFEEIIT DT F A M E5HT L,
FIREDFERZE TV 5, 512, Crossley, David, and McNamara (2012) Tl3#%)
‘f& ik, ERFEHBANTOEFALINZTFAMIOWT, LU ENRSL D

M?ﬁ?’%if’ﬁ@aﬂﬂiﬁgﬁaﬁf‘?#ﬁ< Gol:llERELTWVWS, IhH O
BTE—ELT, HEIBVWEHESNL T F A MILHRT 2 XHOERDY
&ES;L_FF%J%E%( 2 HZEDPIREINTBY, EXOHARLT SIITHFEOHEICE
DB DOERI 2 BEEAEEL T Db 2 RREN D,

FEOEGID L HIZ, LSA 2 EREEEMRIEHT5 2 & T [3URIC
HEEORBEICEDCER] LV FHee@inss, FHEOFTEEERE %%Hnﬁk
DFE, BMELRLTXFANORELZEEZHLNIT LI ENTREIC R S,

2.2 ZHk7% FRENFE O
FRETHRART: LSA 1E, WHITHEER L OMEE L VW) TF A MREFEOF

O —HTHOAZRZI DD TH L, BASTEUETIE, 2Ol Jﬁ%ﬁ S
FHEEE L TEMLSHEFMEL L T2 2 AN TE L, HBOEE
Fegm a2 B2 3 Ea = =y = VOENL B DIZ, 72T R—
ADY 7 b x T Tdhb Coh-Metrix b, DY —IVTIE, a7 —FI N
—ARHARSHELEOTEZIGH LT, XBIIEINIEEOH L SCHRELY
BT L HOREESH T 5 (Graesser, McNamara, Louwerse, & Cai, 2004;
McNamara, Graesser, McCarthy, & Cai, 2014), T 5 DOFRIEIZIE T F A b0k
KR EMTH 5 libwar (e.g., MFEH, HELXOEIIZHEIC Y =5 T
4 =) 2T, FERiER (g, HHEE, BIEEE, (MM, FERISHME (eg.,
AT =0 ), XOMERES (eg., HFAMWIIBIT 2 IBMFEKOFY), L&
KON (FEHM ; eg., XHOBFHOER) 7 EICHELBEEINS,
PERIGEFEBRLORE S 2 T ¥ A bORENRIFHOAESNTTFA LD
HWOENPFMEN TV 2T A%, Coh-Metrix TIIFERR S, HE®R &
DBEPS LW T FA MEZSELFFMT LI L EHME LTW5, M1I1IE%E
B2 Coh-Metrix (2 & o THICZ MM L 72O WE TH 5o 01644 2 f
EXREH SN TDL 005, %8, 2018F12H BfE, Coh-Metrix TldHt



Enter your input

‘What is Coh-Madtrix?
Coh-Matrix s a for computing

for Coh-Metrix
ailows renders, wiiters, sducatorns, and ressarchens to instangy
auge the difficully of weitten taxt for
‘What is cobwsion?

"Our dafiniton of cohesion consists of chamcteristics of the
exphit text that play Some role in heipng the reader mentaly
connect keas in the texi” (Graesser, McNamara, & Louwerse,
2003)

Type bend in the image

X 1

LSA overiap, all sentences in paragraph. mean

il LSASSpd 3 L5A cverlap, all sentences in paragraph. standard deviation
LSAPP1 0.083  [LSA overlop, mean
LSAPP1d  |LSAppd 122 |LSA overt standard deviaton
B4 jsasN  lLsacN 179 _[LSA givaninew, sentances, mean

Coh-Metrix (2

& B IR R

TITMA CHERED LR LT 5V — Vb iRt s T b,
LIF T, Coh-Metrix % ifiH L 72/ EREZEWIZE TdH % Crossley et al. (2012)

THWHLENTWzRELH & LT, Coh-Metrix THILENS%

DIEEHNT 5,

1 Number of words
THFAMIEEINLFE

Bos

i tH 5, Coh-Metrix 23T 5

ﬁ& =i E’J#ﬂ‘@ﬁ

AR AL



RESCIRAT Y — VIS & o THEE S N7-HESOR (8 FREMEDMEZ B R) L IE
NDELDOEIZHED VT WD,

Lexical diversity (vocd)
THEFAMIBWTEDRESHLFERVHCONT VPR TIHRIETSH 5,
RN SRESREVES, NEZHER L 2050 H 72 BiE 2 URICKRET
LIEBRNER B720, TF A MOIFEDHEL < 2 V155, vocd [ IFEENZ IR
TORE L L C—RMICHWENL Y 4 7 =27 VI GEGEHIT 5 R
)RR OLE) MEHMLEIC L > TBIEL, 73X MOES (BiEH) o
WEBLERTELL)ILIBETH L, ZOMEPFHVIGEIE, TFALT
BRVENPEZHCSONRTWD GERWSHEED S ) ZEERT,

CELEX Word frequency (content words)

DI ROT F A MIEEIN LR (N OHELNVEZRTIRETDH
Bo AL NUVDSEVEE (RHHEERE) 3HEESE (, MEDER (fThh
L7280, TRANOBEBELRT SICHMY 50 AL CELEX fERT —%
N—= 2DV TEY, ZTHE COBUILD I — 3R IZHD L F—F RXR—AT
FNT0HEZEGELLDTH A,

Word familiarity (content words)

GHHROT XA MIEENLEE (AR OBEEORETHL, 20
FEIEIL MRC L SFEET — I N= A DSV TBY), TOTF—FN—=AT
EHEE R B R % SHEFEREE O A GRRAAITEICOWT, KRADHIE
282 TEREEOFFEMEIRME L T a  (HIZER OFHEE % 1005 L 721002
57000 % & 5) . BEEIZOWTIE, W& D 7 BB TR L 729,3925E 12
T BPBEPRE SN TV D, 728 21E, “water” (641) 1& “otter” (391)
IOV PEENEHVE ENL,

Word meaningfulness (all words)
WAL T F A MIEGENL5ESRE (NEE) OFEREORETHY), Zh
b MRC LHEFHEFET — ¥ RX—APRMWT 2 HEICEST T WL, BEREER



262TFEICDOWVWTHE SN TBY, AMOFHMIZEI W THEH SN, HDHH
FESFEOMAFEOM TH D, DF ), TOMITHVEEIIMOFE L {AEVD
WTBY, KOUFEIMMOFEL OO EDT[EEZLNL, 2L 21,
“people” DEMNEIZ612TH B DT L, “abbess” 13218 TH 5,

Polysemy

SHFREDT F A MIEZINLFERDEFNE K TIRET, WordNet &I
NAHT—FRXR=Z|ZHEDNWTW5B, Coh-Metrix TIPS NLTFA LD
NEFED I B, LFEENEDLCOLVEEIN TV I P2 HI TS, ZOMENE
FIUE, 7FAFOBERPEBIRTH LI L ERT, LELEDD, £ 05
HEEILEETH A0, ZOMTEEHEROEEGZRT I LI R NE
N

Verb hypernymy
GILD T F A MCEENLEFOFFENEICE T 5$RIET, WordNet 125
DVWTW5, WordNet TIZHLEEDS FAT - TRH.OREFEEICTEOLNTED,
72 & 2O TH A A, “chair” & “camp chair” — “chair” — “seat”
“furniture” — “artifact” — “object” — “entity” & \»°) REREEE % £
D, HEEDFHOEENOMEIIREEEOF TZOFEL D DWW DD LFEN
HoEDERL, TOMEIENITEHFEORFEMEDE <, EDMRW T EFEE
PRNEWV) 2Lk b,

Syntactic complexity

LOMMFEBE DM S DIRIETH V), Crossley et al. (2012) TIEFEEE (3L
DEEOBE) (AT 5 HEEROFE I HbN T Wb, 728 21X, They all
enjoyed the dinner. T & A FBFR OFERUI 2 58, When he was a child, he had
adog THIIX6FEL D, EEFIH OB %\ 1T EHerEifE S HALT
HY, WL HWERBES NS,

Sentence syntax similarity

L ORI HOEZ WE T 2 HHET, 7% X PN TOMRFEEO R4



The man came.

31 He entered the door.

The man came . He

antemd| the door

10

2. CEokEEEDEDE Y (McNamara et al., 2014, p.71 % —3#FiL%)

PL—EHUERT, ZOREOEBICH - TIE, T2 200 WEHELARTR
L, XMTHBLTNE/ —FOFEHI T b TH, ZLT, 200K
DL ) — FHDSIBLTWAS /) — FEEFIWAETHELTWE / —
FxE 2, K2 E2BI2T 5L, 200555 L7247 — FIZ18TH Y,

JREBTRENIZ2DODOLTIMAD / — FA6 2 5720, B

6/ (186) =05 LB END, 73 A b OFENEIED ST UE, Bl
AR 2 FF O AR D L L WS N T WD Z E ARSI, BRI
MES DM T S5,

LSA adjacent sentences

THF A POBRNGAERELRTIRECTH ), Jel OBIERRENT (LSA)
L%owao@i#t@ﬁF%%myﬁutfwéwﬁ%gm ZRHEY %o
72 21X, “house” &L E “table” & IIIH N ICERIICEE L T
WA EHIETEN, T X)) RXMOEKRNZEEElENITE, TF A ML
—EHLEARER Ny 7238l LTBY, ZOHE@BIFEH LRSS



11

12

13

14

Motional prepositions

“through” % “into” % BBz K IAIEFAOR L R IHETH L, ZDIF
BT ¥ A MO (spatiality) K TIHETHY), ZMEETFA MO
BPrLREROWE SNLRNETVEHERTLEBORTD 1 D2TH 5
(Zwaan, Langston, & Graesser, 1995), & » T, 2RO VT F A MR
METUHPE LR T VT F AP ER D,

Noun overlap

T ¥ A PRI R REEZRTIRETHD, 7F A PHNOLD) LFE LA
AR GO XOEEAENT 5, XHTH UG ZIE LTV EIEEWIZ
ET XA N ORICI 2 AR LI S, RICH 2 A AT
MEFVPLEXDOOLNY ZBETH I EICHBL, TOBIRENMRAEGE
BEHBEHEST L EDH D,

Logical operators (negative connectives)

7 XA N OEINLRHREICED HIEETDH Y, 10006FH 720 1281 5%
SHOWBHEEYET, BERFAD I A 7T EIZEEDTEETH Y, Crossley et
al. (2012) TUEEHE (¥ 2R T (“however” “but”) X% D
DIFFEHIN TV D,

Causal cohesion

THFATNORRLAERMEOBETH Y, RN ERERTEN (eg,
“because”, “to”, “by”, “as a result”, “consequence of”) & [KFhY 7B
(RO ZAL % /RS EYE ; e.g., “break”, “freeze”, “impact”, “hit”, “move”,
‘kill”) DFEEFET, RENLERERTEND 2 CERNZBFHI S W
HlE, TFAMCRES AR EORFEERSIHRIICE R S N TR wn
ZEDNLZVE V)T ETHY, HATIEHRERE B THRT LB
b, TOL) e, EOKRRNZHREIFERNE V) T LIk 2,

ERED11E7 2~ ofiibitet (REMZER) OfFE, 2~ 75RO,
8 ~ IV DOMAHERE, 10~140°T F A P DRI D HIRIE L V) X 5125



H3ns,

& 512, Graesser, McNamara, and Kuilkowich (2011) (& KB 3 — /32 5
—% %% L2, Coh-Metrix THI ENL54DFREL LT D 8 D DB~ & i
# L T\wb : Narrativity, Referential cohesion, Syntactic simplicity, Word
concreteness, Causal cohesion, Verb cohesion, Logical cohesion, Temporal
cohesion. 2N 5 8 2lF, LHELOFERERLIL, FHAMEICHTLMEMNOEEL ZN5
IR L 72l 0B HBOFREL ERDIIICL > TRELZDDTH S, b8
DOERF I LEEFED 5 DD L)V GERE, #ahk, 7FAMXR—A, KLET
WV, Vx ) EEETLHGEETIVE QEASEIE Y (Graesser & McNamara,
2011),

MEREHEMITEO S CTH, 2 Coh-Metrix # il L 72MF5EANEHE S
ENTWD, KA RFZEEREIC DWW T Coh-Metrix IZTEH ENTE72A, ®d%
CIEHENTELODPHEEEM ICEEINLTFA OS5 TH S, Crossley et
al. (2007) CTREFEFHEHOMHL XVDF F X MoV, fliFELEnsT
FAMIA—CYT Ay 7T FAPEHBRLTEIN TN LREROBE L NV
BEWZ LR, XHMOGLFADEREN LV LR EPHLPIZENT WD, Pkl
RV DTFF A %G E L CHEERDOMEE % 4T - 72 Crossley and McNamara
(2008) Tb, WEAF UERESELNTWAS, & 512 Crossley et al. (2012) Tld,
Wk - k- EROBFEILENZTFAMIOWT, LXLVOKWTF A MEE
FEFR OB L OV R B O R 2 B EE SR <, RER SRR R0 ARE Y 7 45
EPMEL BT E R EDPHLNIENT WA, F72, Plakans and Bilki (2016) T
ZFFICT F A P OFEFRMIESE L T TbhTBl, Pl iy
bHHL NNV DT XA D TREMED G 2B MEADRENT VS, L LED5,
COWETIZY —F Y T 1 —RREN M S 2 EORRIE L D &, KEHE
DL NIV OEZ/NE W EDHRH SN T 5,

3. EARIICH T DAEEA

AIET T EARN 2 BARSFELE O TR Y — VORI E & b2, 25 0% E
FEHEMRTED L) IEHENTE 2272, KETTIE, HAADKEY
PR HAR NN OIEZELH 235 & L EHNOMEG %2, 3 08EOm5E
IR T



3.1 AL IR & 22 SE S

EMNICB A EREREMECIE, &ME (2012) ASJEERAY IS AL ERRIEAT
(LSA) ZHWTWw5, FEMROFHIIED ) LB ROMBEICfEbLN S T F A
FEGRE LT, 2B &G L £ DOHIHD LD ERN 7% B A & A R AT
Lo THEM Lz, ZO8E, EMOMIZHRDITIEEHE &L ZORIBOL
EDOEMMBLEEMEL 25 2 ESHL NI SN, BHEEVEHREIND
WEIT EBEET A X O BRI BEEE ML 25 L v ) AL, Crossley 5 OHF
FERERE—H LTV,

F7-, &AME (2018) TIEHARAD/NFAERIFICER S NZEEZ P —1 —%
MEaGE LT, SEMIIBITLHET 2 CMOBERNEEEZEL L2, 20
KR, KADOEEHZINTOHM % T2 5Hixtg & L7z Crossley H OHFFE TH &
NTWAELY D, & LTEWENSELNL, 5T, ZOMEOKERD,
S REDTR N & RS S B SRR &SC R O BRI 2 BB EE ST & ) BT SE
DHIRZTHTL2LDTH S, SHICTOMETIE, B SN OERY %
BLEEE |2 D W TP OB O SUIRDFLIRINE 2 E5E L, SCH O 2 B E
WZHEDHIEROBEIR LS S OB S A b =) =8 A2iHITcE b2 &%, &
D EPRIGIZEE L 72 UIR & F50 & 9 1M 2 AERL - R CTE B REND H B 2 &
R L 72,

FREOWZEIZ LSA IC L o THEFEFEHEHOT F AL 2 L7z b DTH 73,
Nahatame (2017, 2018) T3 LSA 12 & o T & 15 LI D B0k 72 [ 38 7S g2 1
DIEFRFBEOLFEIMRICG 2 2B A L Twb, INHORFETIE, HA
ARFAICEKAIDEL ) REL IR L CHEB S, TORLIF 2L IMTHY,
1 XHP 2 XHEOREN - BRI GMEEOREICLsTa~dD4 o085 —
VB D, FEH AR 1 SCH ISR S N RE L 2 CHIRAR S
FRFEOHEHEROIMSERT LD TH Y, FFEHE 2 HIWT 5 KEFRAEICL 55
FEEIZHEDI VT WA, EIRZ B, LSAICE 220030 I A » OfHEIC
EOLDHIDTH 5,

Nahatame (2017) TlE, 2N5 2 XL 1HMOELIZOWTELNTHNEN LD
FE—BL T2 i@ Il 5 BRETRIE S E72, £OME, LSAIZL 2 EHKE
GEEENEWIELIIENEN—B L TWA LFEENR T, FRIIEIITO
R0 7 B ARG AR I8 ORI BRI A THE o7, 20



%4 . Nahatame (2017, 2018) THW & 723

la. Mary could not find anything to read in the library. (CR-High / SR-High)
1b. Mary wanted to look for recipes for her dinner party. (CR-High / SR-Low)
lc. Mary went to the library to look for something to read. (CR-Low / SR-High)
1d. Mary was having a dinner party for her office. (CR-Low / SR-Low)

2. She went to the bookstore to get new books.

Note. CR = Causal Relatedness; SR = Semantic Relatedness.

FERIL, LSA O L9 ITHETIICE I SN B X OTERREY 20 BB 28, JREFEE
LB XEO—BUOME LML TWEZEFRLANTEETH 5,

Nahatame (2018) Tl3, RO LE L FAVTHIIH OFMRIFH & 7Rz ORE
T AN (ERREARE) OO0 e 772, HIRAT TV (Linear Mixed Model)
X B EAT o 72KER, CHOBERN 2 EEESHWEIIEEEFOILREIC
B DN EDPHL I ENTz, 72, FRMBRERIIx LT b BERAY 2 B O
ERREIASNZ 00, REMLEEEDIZ) PSRENPKE L, KRR
PE VIO AERN L REEEORRVEEZE TH o7, TNHDFERIE, LSA
& o THH SN D ELOBERN ZEIHEED, LEFHEO-BMEOMEZITT
<, THFAINARORLE, MUOREMNTIED 2257 F X~ OWIFRH & b B
LTWwWbZEE/RLTWAS,

Nahatame (2017, 2018) 1%, LSA 12X o CTHEE SN 5 LD ERAY 7 [HEE & 3
EEEHBOTE T - LOMDY R EF LA TEETHL, I NL,
N OWFFEAERIE, LSA I X 5 X OERN 72 B 0. LI Z L 1 % SV EIRE S
ROINRTRL72DDTH 5,

3.2 Coh-Metrix % H\ 7=l

Coh-Metrix # FWV72WIFEIXENTH WL HPfFbNTEZD, TR 0% <
WFESOFSE L AR EEFEBM RSN L2b D TH D, 728 21 Coh-
Metrix & F\ 72 J6BREYRBFFE T A KR (2013) 13, MR OIFRELRE 11
ZoOMATg L L, Graesser et al. (2011) 2%5E L2 8 DO E BT ICHT A58 %
ZI5L Yy AVICEENL T XA MG LTHEB L2, 512205y — b
POIELEMLT, INEOREOFROMHE L ERSHIICL D IERL T2



DOEKTRL, ZOERIIESVTY FAY —5HEITHIET, KLy AY
DT FAMEMGE GAPT S, BAME, UK OflburS55HLTwb,
ZHME - AF (BRI &, KK (2013) LAEO T 70 —F THRAND/NFA
IR S T2 KFEA b — ) — B & 947 L 720 SCHRHFA AMWER L 723555 2
b=V = E G120 5 L LT, Graesser et al. (2011) 2%4F%E L 728
DOEBGICET B8, RUHELR &2 0fofaiE%x Coh-Metrix 124 o T
BH L7z ZLTENS ZERDONICE > TR L, TOERTICHEDL 7T
AY =G %> THEMEEBDO 7 T A5 =258 LTzs 2D LX) hBHOSHE
M D GHT & Z DI IED G HIRATH Z LT, | U/NAERMT OFEFEHM
THoTOERNFHOBE P ZOMET T MA I LN TE S, 728 2 1T%M
H - KA (IR O FBS 0 OFETIE, E—T80 & L TRIEES FEHN 4
XOES E Vo 2REWN RIS T3 A NS E, R - @PBEROR
i, FREORMARME LA LREME O N, CORBICEDSITIE, oo
NSRBI E DO W TEM OB E BB L7720, SO T REEZ 5 2 L5
b, 7221, KW RES MR, WR - EEARORLBSEN D2
HMIE, EFEIEN TR WIREISST 2 AMW G A M=) —#HM & LTHEYT
Hbo —JiT, FAE - WHHMEROFIRI D7D, HRFEO RGO
72O ATAMNRCY 2 AF v —, BHZIEHT AL Vo2 TRPLEII R Db
Lt BOIS, REMZEES DR <, WE - FERER ORI L HM L,
ZOIHOBICIREOIERE I3 2 BHE 24812 - ZETLLENH L, NE
PEREATEE L &9 RIGHENTHFER LAY KT, BV TEWRZ S, GIoNE
RV IBEESE DR EOMFEAND RGN T PLEE R DA 9, —F, TDLIH %
Bk, WE - R E R IIHEREORE MR RBUIBHE S IROF THED R L
filkits 2 LT, TNOLDOFENREBEA BRI LI LETREICTI2IMTLH S,
INHLO L) REMOSHENIHFHAILRT S 2L T, HEANPEEZOENE
IS U228 O BERTE MR IR b0 8512, 2O L) AL, REHW
RFBREOBBEIE BRI RRE 5 5bDTH S,

/N

ol E



4. SHROEE

FARS R O 2 06 20 L 7 AHEREHCE IR IL, EFEINALCE (RSN
TV, R TH-S72MEEHETENRLDIZAD—HTH Y, KFETH-72
DA S BARSIEUIOMA 2 G20 L7/ ERERE RIS CAfET %, LT,
MNEFEREMRICBWTZD L) I I ET£I8MT 2 & P
%o BIRSIEWHOFEMIIHMEASRTH L2720, iy — I VRLFEHNH 4Bl
ENTEY, 4BREINETID DML THEREHEMRICBIT 5 ARSE
WMEOTHEOFHPROSNDL S, 28 21E, ARTIHMCEN R T F A FoH
DY —)& LT Coh-Metrix 2 FiF722%, EEZORBREEUE LY -
WHEELINTW5S, Coh-Metrix TX12FOD 7 F A ML THNEAT ) &
BN o72h, BAOTFA M2+ 5 &9 IR #r5,
72, Coh-Metrix IZIZE& TN Ty, X )22 SENEHSOFE L EAE
B|RESNTWE, TNHEOWRF R E Z CHESINZDA, TAALES
(The Tool for the Automatic Analysis of Lexical Sophistication) % TAACO (The
Tool for the Automatic Analysis of Cohesion) T& % (Crossley, Kyle, & Dascalu,
in press; Kyle, Crossley, & Berger, 2018), SN 56Dy =LV Tlda v Ea—% —
VTN 2T A VA= VT LT, BEOT XA MNERIZONT S
ENTRETH B, F72, TAALES 3ZBOEREBELHIETL2Y -1 THD,
Coh-Metrix IZ& FNTW4& W n-gram (n fEDMAEGDHE) OHEEERS
Academic word list 12D CHREZ EQH T 52 LT & 5, TAACO 4%
ORI T 24REEHE T2V =L THY, LSAL D b S5 18 L -k
MYBEE R Of8HECTd 4 Latent Dirichlet Allocation (LDA) % Word2vec % ff > T
pdii2 E‘%E’Jtﬁﬁa EEEZET LN TE S, ARMPERETIIBNTULT L
Coh-Metrix |2 & IZIIHFEREHBEMIZEICIZRE L TS, SREEICINS
0)‘7—1&%1@?] L7-ffgeidg z T 259,

T/, EROXI By —vid, EFEFEBEOAE -X IR IA4 T4 2 7ILB
FAEEAEDOTEEZEL T, B SNLIBEORLEIHMIESN TS, 2L 2
i, HEREIGT HEEFHEOELT— % 2 UEL, BEMWEFHESZN
WZx U TG 2T, & 5 WISERR LK L v o 22RO SRR EICEE T 5
M52 5, FIC, ZOEXT—FICHLTEROL) By —VEHWT
B4 R ERENREBORELER T4, 2L T, ZOHRENSAMICE25FEME &



ORETFMT LD ERIET AL VIFENTH L, 2O LX) %7 70—FRL5Ei,
WREINIZAE=F 2 7R 54 5 14 ¥ 7O HER AT 72ZH0) fAaN L D% h
ST, ERIZEMNIZBVWTY, SiflF#E AW TR AEF OIS T —
Y ORI AT ) RAETTICREINTWS GEE - AFF, 2017).

51, ITETIE Coh-Metrix K UIZDOBE Y — )V 2K E - 588 & 72 Reader-
bench ’BAFEE N, TOYV =V TIETF A M DOFFHEN LM S OO RFEEN
VERL L7- BRSO HER S % & %479 2 £ 5T & 5 (Dascaly, Dessus, Trausan-
Matu, Bianco, & Nardy, 2013), 72, 2DV — L DO#FED 1 & LT Automated
model of comprehension (AMoC) % V), Z ORFETIZ L ORI 2 IHH % &1
KO TFANOTRNGEF L, RAFOHRIIEICTFAIOL DRV
R EDL I ITHEIN T IE T I 2L —2 a3 T&5 (Dascaly, Paraschiv,
McNamara, & Trausan-Matu, 2018), 4R EDOAMITH 2755, TD L) %tk
e 2 IZABOCEIREOBIMA I Z A L% LV HEICRT 2 AT X LB
PR DT 5,

INHD L) REARSELEOFEIED C SREMITY — V8 HICH% - &
LTV ZET, L)L BRSHELEOFERLHL LY ANAHERES
BWEAATON TV EH 9, FLT, 2L BREFZEAHEM - 38 L TWiHi,
PEFEZEWE, 2 L CHERESEEBRROLED HHRKELEDLoTWEAL ),
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