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Abstract
Based on Legitimation Code Theory (LCT), this study compares the PEP (People’s Education Press)
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and FLTRP (Foreign Language Teaching and Research Press) senior high school English textbook
series, focusing on the dimensions of specialization and semantics. It analyzes the specialization
codes within the reading comprehension sections of both compulsory and elective compulsory text-
books (7 volumes each) and examines the semantic profiles of their module organization. The study
summarizes the similarities and differences between the two textbooks’ series in terms of reading
comprehension task design and unit module structure, aiming to provide potential insights for sen-
ior high school English teachers to utilize the materials more flexibly.
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Figure 1. Specialization in legitimation code
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Table 1. Specialization analysis of reading comprehension question design between two textbooks
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Figure 3. Cluster diagram of specialization analysis of reading comprehension question design between two textbooks
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Figure 4. Line chart of specialization analysis of reading comprehension question design between two textbooks
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Table 2. Comparison of specialization analysis of reading comprehension question design between two textbooks
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Figure 5. Semantic wave of unit module structure in PEP textbook
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