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Abstract

This study compares the readability of reading texts in Yilin and Foreign Language Teaching and
Research Press (FLTRP) senior high school English textbooks using Coh-Metrix 3.0. A total of 100
core reading texts were selected from Compulsory Books 1~3 and Selective Compulsory Books 1~2,
including 40 Yilin texts and 60 FLTRP texts. Descriptive statistics, independent-samples t tests, and
close reading of representative texts were used to examine overall readability, narrativity, syntactic
simplicity, word concreteness, and cohesion. The FLTRP series scored significantly higher in Flesch
Reading Ease and narrativity, while the two series did not differ significantly in Coh-Metrix L2 Read-
ability, syntactic simplicity, word concreteness, or most cohesion indices. Readability declined from
the compulsory to the selective compulsory stage in both series, with a larger decline in Yilin. Case
analyses showed that the higher processing load of difficult Yilin texts mainly stemmed from longer
sentences, abstract concepts, and cross-paragraph integration, whereas highly narrative FLTRP
texts relied on stable characters and temporal-event chains to reduce comprehension barriers. The
findings suggest that the two series differ mainly in surface readability, narrative organization, and
progression patterns across stages, calling for differentiated reading scaffolds in classroom instruc-
tion.
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Table 3. Comparison of readability between compulsory and selective compulsory stages in the Yilin series
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Table 4. Comparison of readability between compulsory and selective compulsory stages in the FLTRP series
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B R 2 H B —— R BUE B ZCHSN TRERERE L KRS, B
% R P AE RSB R T, 1 SCE O AN E SR MO s - W 2 [ e . B3 b, 8 B KA [R]
NI JE BB LA IREHEEIE s KR i SO B while 51 S B S5H9 5 where
SRR EENG], BERTEELL N0 TNYERZAME B 80, WiC L, artificial intelligence. computer in-
telligence. deep learning. capacity. technology. turning point. existence 254 % &\ MESZE S H I, 1
T RES A AT EAE BRI, SCRFFERRD BAEATEE: In 1997, Thenin 2017, Nowadays. In short.
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While. Apparently SFbricd BE IR TR R AHEMAM FERZ “8 L - s - A - KB 1
G, AR R e AN AR T R B . X SR B AR IR 1 (—0.48) . FRFRATHE(—1.43) R 51
(—L.ODAHIFERL . 454 L2 Readability K. PR KB EIRAR AT LU, &R 0 R s 0 ACR B A,
R EAHEMS . ANIRESEBE BEGEM.

Table 5. Qualitative comparison of two representative reading texts
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intelligence: fiX); Flesch=51.65 (3 4 1%):  JEEBW. HFAEEELMNE/€E NS5HKAR, 5%
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2 Jiaa g — B A AR . P A)KN 12.41 18], Flesch Reading Ease 24 80.71, &l T\ A
PRI s AN (2. 10)FIET 7 PE(1.04) 35 0 A4 60 i i f il . U E R, s iail Bk
TR N-1.23, ARERLMEN-0.33, W] “mEACENE” JEAGEE T 1R S BT ) B R R
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LA BT R A A AN AL R AR A I BB e, T P RCLE Rl R A A R T 29 P b AR 2 S
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GaE AR INER ST UURIL, WMEZEMKZERIFE “2HEEER" , MRARES M
NAL T A E R SN RRAE R JZ AT et A o BARSS, SRR AE I B P B I B SR 0 o
W ST ME KT s SRt RIS, 2 EORZE AL TR0 2 A IR T AR S I RRA 1k

H—, AWFFH Flesch Reading Ease i3 AN [FA]1f] Coh-Metrix L2 Readability AN 3, H#E—PEIHIE 7%
Gl A XSG INFI BB R A BEAH B85 X Crossley S48, B nl Sk AN A)vE AHEFIA
AN TEER R3], AWM R, WEHMAERKAETEZ A E TR 2R, (FXFZERIFRY
JE NPT R JZ N LA FE R R 8 04k, DRI R A 435 2 XA T R AR B A A B2 25 5 o B TR A

B, BB nT DL R B RN A B ERT R RE . Krashen 5815 2138 5 B Ak BRAL BRAA . TR B
HPREMERTE SR [12]. Btk BEARROR S B M BOWE B2 T 50 B B I F AN e BB B i, QB T
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0, RS E N O SRR 7RIS SO R . RBUHE OO AN R R E
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PEVE MBI B T SCIR R VE MR BOM 5 1 25 SCAR P AMERUTRC[11], A 7 ) ) 24004 i A 22 (8] 1) 9 356
POALs 1 4 26 58t URAE B B 5 2% FE s E (B AR OCTE[10], A FedE— 20 R I I o adhs b LA AR R Sk o UL
AT AT B BV DTRRANCE T R — b A “SE4F” , T AE T U0 B B0 T s A B AR OSCARRAE - URER
Mrit - =308 N1 - #eEs 7 2 s ER R R, 1XM5 Tomlinson 551 M 1&E VI 19 W 55 AH — £
[6].
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Evidence-Reasoning 1155, {24 7E 8 5 1E N [P AUEE 1% 55 LT FE B IR 2 10 32 R SO AL ) 1 R %
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PrEAZ AR, W RRE ) S S S AR 3L A 207 H R . BUm AT ik A dr d A 4R AR, R
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