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Abstract

With the development of natural language processing technology, the measurement and study of
text coherence has become the focus of second language writing evaluation. Taking TEM8 writings
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as the research corpus, this study explores the relationship between text coherence and writing
quality among high-level Chinese EFL learners. The results show that: 1) There is a positive corre-
lation between local coherence and global coherence and writing quality, of which Word2vec is
the most correlative indicator, while there is no correlation between text coherence and second
language writing quality; 2) The combination of global Word2vec, local argument overlap and
global lemmas overlap can explain 32.8% of the variance of writing performance. The conclusion
of the study can enlighten the teaching of English writing in China to some extent, and also provide
areference for the development of automatic writing scoring tools.
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1. 518

SCAE B — PR SO K BB WL R AE R AR 0 R, W] DM SOAAE T L E R A ELENE[1].
LA, SORETHEAE IR SRR, JTHARESENR S P 7 QSO R R SCAE SRR
BRAR A LA S A3 ) BT T R 2% R R EE M AL, R e L 5 B AR PR AR R R AR A 2

E B P 3R B s SR S 8 1, SR B\ I A IR & B, 3 538 A3n%
WK A, A2 T ORI SETE IR, REM AR P E S K iR 2 . T, AHT
TORE I TS T b\ G2 W S A SOA G TERHIE 7E v [l R KT S5 2 21 3 (K SOAE BTV 5 SRR IR R,
CLHIDASEE S AR A LA SCA BvF > TR RIS € Rs.

2. RS 3CE LR

i 5 SRl i Halliday A1 Hasan $2th, BERIR AW IC. #rk 53 FOR A B ORHEME AN F R 45
Hy, AT SOATRRZE TR, A& N 4E SO S O O BERAE R, Re i SO
MR RAE R [2] —BOR UL, BHAEE S E S F UM, BOYME AT BT DRI E R 2R K R,
fETERE M. R, SEERTFEARNE, EE - MEZHIME, @R e TH%T
BUie A, B AR T b B

fEBLT B ARE S BN SCAR T HRFIE I HREL,  Crossley %5 AN$& i SCARE BHEGLAE = ANERE . Rtk
U BRI LR BOE B3] JR) B0 BT AR £0 1Z TH ) J=) e B 5 HE B (19, ARAR U1 [a] 3]
JCHER), BEUGE TIEIE BOk R I A B IR SE ST (W0, MARBOR MR T E ), TR S RS
BAREMEESETR, CAAMUUR RAE R T MEBE 2 V% 2 T BASOR R (il an, AR % ).

H A A AMR 2 228 T FUSCAE BTN — i SR BB (N TIP3 AR, ERTFUR LS A AN 5
W B T B R S 5 SR R e B BT, KR 2> LA Halliday AT Hasan - 1976 452 H ) Tu R T8 - B
BIFRAR. &R, B, BIEAIAC AT RO EIR AR 2] X IR B R AR TR RS
TIEEERERRR, HPREAT R, RSN EERES TS ERER M. fli, L
A Brane LA [ S5 L MV AR 19 50 R BSOS SO FER G, B EAA B0 AT He T B Al S L B L 5 B 4
JRERIRAR, KB E AR I LML AR A BOR ST SR 5 8 5 6 1T BUAO A8 B AT 2.3 (X IR AR R 1 (4]
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Chanyoo U LAZg B9 il LML AR RN R, B8R T ZER IR M ZRE S SERER LR,
[FIRE R B4 1 5 AR G5 SO R I T F B B 2 B3 I IEAR (5] AL, X SEAfF 7 R IA i 2
FEFEARERIC R FZARER, SCRESES S1ER S5 AFEE DERIEM M. 0, WA DMK
LS A 1 T B 5 SO i & AN LA A< . Alarcon T Morales #EHL 1 JE AR 64 FifE X
RERL, RIEE T BS AR SO EE A R AR ME6], %4518 5 Coskun UL Dastjerdi F11 Hayati
IR TR I—%L. 5 Alarcon F1 Morales i 7t AR /&, Coskun FIHFFLIERNR B T - H H A5 22 51 5
WrdH 2R () PEAE SR [7], 10 Dastjerdi A1 Hayati 328 B RIBIF 785 52 0 R £ B 3l f 78 28]

BEETHEME AR KR, —S2d AT ENAAR TR, EREARE BURE G BIARA T 7850
Bl o X A 905 SR I AN P T B T B A B0, i — S e T L B U B 00 328 B 45 T A P B
— SRR BOCASE BE S B SRR R NI, i, bR 82 4w il i 2 g ep [ K AR R
WICHIERSREE, R IR i B AR RO B3 1 20 5 5 A TR AP AE 2 3 I B AR DG [9] . Z et DA K
AR S, EIUT 120 RSEEIE SO FOIER,  HE R I A SO AR B R, TR A E S
R TS = [1]. Crossley A1 McNamara JU PA A 7 i i SRV ) 22 A SN s m R 2 B T 5 1
PABAESONIERE, B8R T SUAET WA iR SIE R E TR AR, I — S5 S AR T T MR AR,
AN RAES., RPN EIERAES. REIE HES, 5EBEPAENESHEREZ DS
[ 5 AH 5 [10]

g b, AR AR SCARE T WS SIE R E R MRS A —, H2HW 4 hEm AR
FOEGIERRIE, SO B RE TR, D DL [ KPR S ST N N . hAh, R SCRGE
WPEFEbRAT B SR & I TTRR R B RIE e — 8. Rk, AW SR o B KP4 5 5
BRI B SEAE T\ R RN E SRR ERE, T SO B E =ANEE . AT BRET ., R
EHSEERENRR, UHIRABIEAE RSO TR RIEMER.

3. st
31. WA SERRTE

AT FE T 2 [ DAR P ]

1) A K S S X SORE SRS (e 5 BT AR ? 5, RARRBLAENR LR br 2
2) HE R IEE A ) SCAE T S AR R R R A TN ? A, IR TR JETE SR

BIURREOR?

APFERE H (P EERINE L 2 MR E R R ST —— OB ERE) (LT ERR CEM 1B
BHEE). CEM ERHEE 3B Lk DY )\ AEAE SO DA K il Lol \ B i i i, A A EFE SR, 38
ELAEAHN VS SRIEERS . 78S . AE ST B PG B 500 €, A RIS BE AR .
AHIE T BE ML R — A B I I8l \ 25 AR AE S 200 4, 857 CEM_W8 ¥ . %4 58 H 2R AE
# LA “On Ambition” 1S — R K2 400 FHIGE L. CEM_W8 TFE 5 42 F-34 53y 12.455, ftiio)
18, EARINT, ArdEENN 1562, SR IERSTE .

3.2. MAESMIBHRE

AU FESCATE TV HT T H R Crossley 58 AR HARE S B TH: HIICARER 4%
(Tools for the Automatic Analysis of Text Cohesion, TAACO), A A 2.0.4 [3]. TAACO 2.0.4 33 K 31| 194
Tifahs, 70 )@ T R E0E URMIE . B BURMIE DA 50 BURMIE = ANEFE o 1 80 7 ar AR [ 118 52 P
WHLR 11 TUEAR, AW L 15 AT 800 SUARTE BT M ¢ R KWK 5 B4 L (Type-Token
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Ratio, TTR)¥EFR, MIAIE SCAHHLLER 4 TR R, fRZEI 14 TUE BMEFR PR AT I &, BARIT .

JAERE TR AR IUR E I T E S . REeTES . REE XA RS REE S EES ., mE
LSA. &3 Word2vec 55 6 T8 5 . 5 &l i B3 R b AR A — 20, BEARE 51 M A th st OB AR R T &
BAAWITES, BIKAF L AIAES ., BIERE XA ES . AR LSA. %4k Word2vec 55 6 Tifibr. 7T
HE IR TR TA W T E R . W ESRIR M FEE AW EE, BA4ES
R E S [\ 440 (6] B 5 R 2 A 48 5] 1 BB TR (] i 44 3] Bhia] 1 | SCRI R . AR
FTA ¥ & 3 5 S B FaAn 1) 43 B v a) F % (sentence normed) 21 B¢ 7% % (paragraph normed) .. LSA Fl1 Word2vec
S P T HARTE 5 A FEHEOR T8 S ALEE SR bR, B OISR A & 5L T S 23 il (Singular Value De-
composition, SVD) fRIRE R 7 ABEEA , T J5 78 JU) o J5 b 222 [0 24 of 3] 1) B SIS A T 45 210 3m] 1) o) A 30 o

T B B IENR N 2 IUHRAR, 43l VR FR bR DL R AR T FERR bR . B4R AR TR I A2 SCA
ARAEEE EREE, O IR ERE, W “and”  “or” . “so” &, tAFE L@
BRI, B “alternatively” . “afterall” . “despite the fact” 2%, fRi8]%5 & 48 & SCA 4 = AFRAR 1]
H B LA 2

3.3. Geit ot

B TAACO 2.0.4 tHEAERNE RSB E AR 14 TifshrBUE )5, BEEIR A SPSS 28.0 #1741t 4
Mo B, 1817 Pearson A</ W5 % Wida e 5 5/E B M M. 85, DIBRAMHCAR &, BEEDIEAT
Z GRS TR SO TR 2 KRR ErT DL S 5. 58 A R [0 05 5 FE

4, 58
41 XAEREMBEREHEXEIITESR

1, MRS R TR, SCAETE 14 Difebsd, 8 DUEr 5 5/EMERA BENIEML, 6
Uebr 5 SIE R EA BAR G, AR S SERERE MG, BAKE, RIERES 4 DURRSS
Ve ERA M, Bamegs 583 e ES(r = 0.351, p < 0.01). J&#B[E X 4% HS(r = 0.263, p <
0.01). J=#&6 Word2vec (r = 0.257, p < 0.01). /@A cEE(r = 0.217, p < 0.01), 1M/@HFE XHHES. &
# LSA 55/EFEARAGHKNE. SEMER 8, BAEREWEA 4 DRI S 5ERE 2 IEMX,
FH 50 31 55 73 79 44k Word2vee (r = 0.491, p < 0.01). #4& LSA (r = 0.312, p < 0.01). #{RidnEE(r =
0.199, p < 0.01). HAkif JLH & (r = 0.160, p < 0.05), FEAk[F] X 417 S 58 F LA EE S5 SIEREA
BAHRME. A, REETEM 2 Tifebs: EHRARAEE S SIERERIR. SG6KE, S5ER
HRH S B HE 4 T = R AR 2 B D Bk Word2vee, RIEFIB T E S Bk LSA.

4.2. XAERMMEEREBEVFSHER

Wk 2 Fiow, WAL RE, STEWEIE T, LA A EEEA ., BA 1 R afEEk
Word2vec FEHR7E A I —TSCATE BT AR bR, AEIX AR BL R RO H2M 0.237, BME %4k Word2vec mf LAfi#
BB S 23.7%(1748 5o #7224k Word2vee MR 18 TG E SR, RPEAN 0.28, % B 15k
BT LAARE 28% SR AS S AR 3 3 AU 4R A& Word2vec. J& #5670 HE B L B4 1A 70 B B 2% = TR AR,
BhiS R? {84 0.328, /& = MR PR, BIRFEIX 3 TR bR AOBE S 7] AR 5 1 RSt 32.8% 1748 7.

7 3 BRI 358t F SIS (F = 31.932, p = 0.000 < 0.05), Ui W ZARA 2. [a] Y= o £ = I3 F
A B (BAKIE T E S . R T ES . B4k Word2vec) ) B A E ST E X (t> 2), XWX =AERRRTE 1
RRGRA E  IE MR C R . A bk Word2vee, JEEBIRTCE S . ki o0 8 S 5% = AR VIF
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EAE 1 ML HANTF 5, BWRE =N S ANAAIESL 28 i) @, Bhoh, ZAREALH) D-W {E>N 1.930, 7E 2 fft
U, VLIRS RUARAELE FARDCME, =TS S 2 A OGBS 3 MG TR BT, MR T SCRIE
TS SERERRR, ARN: SESE =1.025 x FELLES +0.083 x BAFICES +13.107 x
AR Word2vec — 1.569.

Table 1. Results of Pearson correlation analysis

F 1 EXMIRER

izt FEIME £ BREE MRRH izt FIME £ AREZE SRR

JRi s G 2.719 £0.782 0.217" R CES 17.003 + 3.807 0.199"
JRAEwIES 1.333+0.324 0.351" BARILESR 4562 +1.322 0.160"
JRIH ) S 44 1] 0.587 +0.306 0.263 L NCINE AT = 6.911 + 3.265 0.120
SR [E L B iA E 0.528 + 0.299 0.031 FEAR R X FiA S 10.747 + 6.204 -0.079

JR B LSA 0.667 % 0.040 0.108 HAK LSA 0.710 + 0.083 0.312"
JAEB Word2vec 0.888 +0.014 0.257" Ak Word2vec 0.888 +0.014 0.491"
] 0.087 +0.018 0.115 NGRS 0.054 +0.024 0.000

“p <0.05; “p<0.01.

Table 2. Summary of multiple linear regression models

2. HZREMEVIREALC DR

HEgiit
Hi R AR? PRk
R W i F 45tk df 1 df 2 Sig. F i
1 0.491° 0.241 0.237 1.365 0.241 62.804 1 198
2 0.536" 0.288 0.280 1.325 0.047 12.946 1 197
3 0.573° 0.328 0.318 1.290 0.041 11.868 1 196

SRR (FE), ¥k Word2vec; PTRINIAS R (HE), ik Word2vec, FEFLTES,; TR R, (F&), #
& Word2vec, BB cES, BAFEICES, HEE: SESH.

Table 3. Coefficients of multiple linear regression

3. HZREMEVFREER

EbrdEL R ARrEL R AL

t p VIF R? AR? F
B PR Beta
A -1.569 1.588 -0.988  0.324
e cES  1.025 0.296 0.212 3.46 0.001 1.1 F(3, 196)
0.328 0.318 =31.932,
AR LES  0.083 0.024 0.202 3.445 0.001 1.006 p =0.000

Ak Word2vec  13.107 1.848 0.435 7.092 0.000 1.098
HAEE: SEM .
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5. Wig

AW TR DR O B AR AR TV S AR S AR E AR E IEAH DG, XS5 IR0/ S0 E T AL R K
GEOIMEE W, FE—PUESE TR IE S S RAE T SE R ER A — @M m . A, TR L
FAF AR, AHF T AT R BN S 38 S AR R & 2 B AR SR FaAr S AT SO R B R — 8. AR 7t gk
T TAACO T H R RHE TR br I R B e E S R E A1 E S 5 Word2vec, J&# 1 7
B D BARGE BT FE b 38k Word2vee. 4k LSA. Bkt ES. BiAib cHES S 5ERERLA
IEM N, AR 103E T Coh-Metrix T E KRB LSA. Fifa 4] i8] LSA. Wt ESMARA) T ELfl. &
JCHESA) T T ESMHAA) TR, 17T E S A7 HB DL R LSA fabr 5 5 /E i & IEAH G, [
b, AFAREE T UAER S IESIER RN . A, PIIEFORAA/E— Lo, RITE
Al LSA . WTLAEH, EMEMTHEIET, AR RBUSE LSA FSIEREA RGN, M
TR ILEH LSA 5EEFRERIEMHK. FHik, K LSA &5 5 5EREFIEMACHEIE T EEE Tk
(RIRIE 7 g — 2P B0 IE

AW T A2 B 45 5 Crossley #11 McNamara [10] R 7T & AR « A1 & B0 A B 2 o v b AR 1 =)
A S e Ar 5 SRR 2 AOEOE, A AR B B mK A ) E N SCARE T S SR E
RIEADE . BTN Gk B AN 5] W] g A2 it X 5 M A SE IeA— SR IR . IRk, B AN AS [FKCF
EAERIE SN E ST RE A AT R, BT AILE MIPESC A B TR TRE R ZE— DA, B E S BB
HIPEFRFRINTE Y R G, DU BRI Bk IR SCRAR S H,  1AS R AR, F — NS 6 AT
Pare UbAh, R OGVE S b 45 AR W A i A DA S AR 5 R R T i B A S B SR E A A
FHOME . RIS A A 58 R I —B[3], 3t — P UL BA T SCAS e 432 1m] 1438 FH DA B AR A 85 FE AN 22 5 i S 2
(5

TERENARE R, RATTAT DR B R Word2vee, &t o B S BRI 0 B 555 = Wi bR & 1] LA
RS E LG 32.8% A4k JRIA, Ui W J) 0% BT M 5 B O TR M I IBE S S RE RS S AR R . Ik, 242
HEAE S AE MR S B S AR B . A, BNV TRAIF R AT DL X = SCAE B M4
b, AEHLERVE AN TS 5 R .
6. &5

AW T LAIEE L\ R R E VR SCAIER, IRFT 1 v ES K5 ) FSURETTE 5 S5 AR i & 1%
R, K 1) JRHE DTV BT I & U T bR 5 SRR R IEMOCC R, REE TR0 8 R
TS TCE S JRHRIF X 4R S JRES Word2vec. JRiEiR TG E & , BRI T M FR AR 4370 v Bk Word2vec.
AR LSA BAR L E S BARIRITCE S LR8 KRG, AR SR BEHE AL 5T = K Fa 45 3 ) A B4k Word2vec.
JAESIRICE S AR LSA; 2) ZIoRIANHTL A = AN EE R, HoA ek Word2vec. RIS G E S .
PR 70 B S5 = TG AR I & AT DU S 1 St 32.8% AR . britEAk [BA 5 FE . S1E/r % = 1.025
x R cE S +0.083 x HAKIETLES +13.107 x # {4k Word2vec — 1.569.

ETHHRKI, AR EERES B8 TR KRB LAER. B5E, BITESERT
LFERE 2 2] AN A OGVE R R B, SO RARIE T . R, B3 LR RA U H —
AR BEAT VS, AN R 22 B o U 2 ek, $RAEFT B/ M 1 Thie . &fm, 7T DLRHE
& Word2vec. Ja#it o E S . A1 J0 HE S = R ARICA I [ AR 5] N30 b [ K22 2] F SR E B
W TRMIF KT

BN FIRTL T A AR S S M CARE R S BE R EZ MR R, (HET ks
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BHERIRE i, ARG 8 7 CAE TS SR SRS R R, HFRFIERIR B, WE. 155
SR N, BTSRRI S AR, R E BT S A B T RO VE S 3 S HEAT AR Sk
IINT s AR AE BTV B AR U8 — BRI AV 2 AR R, DU SRS AR AR S e DA BB PE o TR R
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