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Abstract

This paper collects 15 pieces of composition corpora of Chinese learners at intermediate and ad-
vanced levels from Vietnam in Guangxi universities, and examines the application of connective
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elements in discourse cohesion. The data show that causal connective elements are used in the larg-
est quantity, followed by adversative and progressive connective elements, and temporal connec-
tive elements are the least. Learners have the highest accuracy rate of adversative connection means,
followed by causal and progressive connective elements, and temporal connective elements have
the lowest accuracy rate. The main types of errors in connective elements are substitution and omis-
sion. The research has found that the reasons for learners’ errors in using connection means include
the influence of their mother tongue, the influence of the target language, learners’ emotional fac-
tors and avoidance strategies. Finally, this article puts forward teaching suggestions in order to im-
prove the Chinese learning efficiency of Vietnamese international students and provide guidance
for international Chinese teachers.
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1. 51§

H b2 80 AEARLASK, 1 5 2 FHBORB I X PUT 2% S F 1B R #e T BUN BT 7L i T Bz I E
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ASCAER 15 38 (B A>T 80 A=) lkmd HH i B K2 1 3 IE SCE R, SIEEEE A HSK
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Table 1. The Chinese language learning situation of the survey subjects
= 1 OAENEREEIFR

P FiEk(%) P I DOER AR () PAEIKF

1 21 % 2.5 HSK4

2 22 % 4 HSK4

3 24 “ 4 HSK5

4 20 7 3 HSK5

5 19 % 2 HSK4

6 22 & 2.5 HSK4

7 22 i 2 HSK4

8 23 U 3 HSKS5

9 22 5 4 HSKS5

10 21 % 3 HSK5

11 19 % 2.5 HSK4

12 24 & 5 HSKS5

13 24 §ia 3 HSKS5

14 25 5B 3 HSKS5

15 22 5 4 HSKS5

Table 2. Usage of connection means
2. ERFEMNRAERL

EETB 1 830 B E NRGES P i iR =
ESEN 27 16 59.26% 11 40.74%
L2Ei 20 13 65.00% 7 35.00%
BLihEis 19 11 57.89% 8 42.11%
S (8] 11 5 45.45% 6 54.55%

3.1 EREEMS ABER

TEWEE BRI R P AL gt 27 Nz IR SRS F B R6A), b Efia) T 16 /S, Atk 59.26%, 4
WAF 11, (S 40.74%.
IEfEI AR

1) BRAFERET, FFREBEALTE—H R,
(2) RERZAY B, BHXZHF6 T4,

BIQ)HJERERMER, JHERTE4EN T B CEAAT BT RNER, §1Q) e 7 H BN
A H ISR
RGN

) A2 &% T GE, (B H)EM A E R XA,
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@) " HFEARAERERT B, PFIARERTHF,

BI@) AL RIS “ KD Wi, B1(4) 2 BUERER MmN,  “tT7 “BON” AR i A el
H, W% “dTT .

3.2. BT EEMS BRI

SRR LG 20 M HEITERETBAIGIA), L ERa) 7 13 4, (5E 65.00%, 4
WHEF TN, itk 35.00%.
IEWBI AU R .

(5) HRA ML —LIYELLF, TRERFiE L4247,
(6) BRABEFAFRA—ARILY, BELRZ .

BIG)H T “Al&” Lo, BIG)H T “ER--H1” , #EI T AR EREAL,
R AR

(7) "B 4 & UE 25 T KAF, A2 2 ZIRARA S
(8) "HAREIK, (12R)E A AFRIAA
BTN “BAR” AR, BIZd « BARIRDOE LHEAKLE, HRZIMRAO” . F(8)& “H2”
(i, BI—f) “IREESK” FIJE—8) “ARINF” AR AT EHE AR,
3.3. IBHEEEM S IEER

ER A 19 M 7Bt ERTFERE A, A IERAF 114, 5 57.89%, HiREATF 8 4,
i E 42.11%.
IEREI AT

(9) HAEF s, BRIFHARLELE R,

1

(10) Jada Fie K3iZ%, mBARER.

FQ) ] “I18” RRIBIETE S, B0 “A(H------ T Hoeeeeee 7 HERWHER ANV G55 55
AR EINR

Q)" HEMmAFERAF A S, TAFEFEY) X,

(12) "L T A MAETA T, WmALDE,

BIQDE TR MR, AL FEEE AL, NAZE “ TATA R [ i, AP EIR” .
BIQA)EAERAC, MM “MH” HERM T “m” , “ﬁ”ﬁ$mﬁiﬁax,m%ﬂ\%%‘%%\%%
o JAERBNIESGE “AMUBES B C, EREREALY” . N “MH” .

3.4. WIS IBER

ER A 11 NMEH TR EERTFERE A, HAIERAF 54, (5L 45.45%, HiRA)T 6 1,
5 Lt 54.55%.
IEREI AT
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(13) B RZAF, KA pLE— LAY HF.
14) %12, RET 2SR,

BIQ3)If [BERR “ 2 fi” RYIE RIS 8] 5 21, AR 7 SRALINARE . BI(4)IT R SR
R S, R RERTTE.
RGN

(15) "e(k)2 B E, R(ER)ETHE, RBIKAT.
(16) WERMRiEH T, RERMNBLEALT

B(L5) i (Al “ o6 “JER” Mg, mah)EMfik, e s, e TREE . 51(16)
R “JEsk” AT “RIE7 . BT IRA.

PMASL G I FTA L S I 0L, ARG BE R %, HrAsibEsm s ke, &E
SRR RER Ny o 5 ) IS AT E B F BRI 3 =, 1A 65.00%. SR 5 A2 ISR RIS EIEHE oY, IEAf
2K 59.26%F11 57.89%, AR AIERERL Y, IEHIZEA 45.45%. 2% 213858 G U B iR 2R 8 32 22
JE AR R .

4, WRERBES S
4.1. BB

B 2R R R IR R A L BRE RN . “ BREGUER 7 15 BRHEX B 22 AL AR DOB B R 5 o)
77 I 3 TSR, TR 3 B B S AR AR TR R S AR I A i R ) e R A [2]. 2 5 R 2 I 2
HBIKVAE HSKA-5 Zi2 (8], AR BRHE AR R RT i. R B A AR DR A B 1 S0 7 HE AR
L4i5, JE R A LR BN SOR 2 /AT, MO BIE— &R0, BRI R 115 5 A2 DUE )
SEMAAROK, AT . B 19 L2 )a, TP R R E AT < EiET” B8, 3 EEY2]
PURIN G 22 52 BRERZW, BREA H 25 2 Tk 0. & RS RoR, 60%H) 5 > # 5 4E £
ERYEEE, MUF 1A ST DUE B4E T B (L4 3).

Table 3. Survey on the influence of mother tongue
=3 BEEWEE

Ql: WEAEBHIGER%, ERHHERE? (Hik)

PAE 1 6.67%
B 9 60.00%
P FIBHE —E 5 33.33%

80% 2 UL L5 S EH DO BRE SAERPGESIEMEL, A0, AAAERKIXO (L 4).

Table 4. Survey on the differences between Chinese writing and native lan-
guage writing
=4 NEBESESHESEXAIEE
Q2: AR PUE S AEMBHE SIEAEM T AR KX ? (7 £ik)
s 13 86.67%
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AER 12 80.00%
BRI S 1F B 7 46.67%

AR, R DR 3] S IR DOBOS N IR A Ve . EE Qg iE T (Y “sau nay” , ATEL
FEARKGR I 8], R w] DASEIA I 25 R Ik 8] (R /5 793 ) 1) TR B B TR)AC G ) o AR ANDLE i) “BAJS” F “ 5
K7 RREES T, PrUMERIRI ARSI, 2B “BUE” A “JERk” , MM m . B
1 “sau nay” FHAVDGER “LUE” “JER” BIE S B —IE SR —ME S AN T8 iR F PTG
BRL RETARE “WAEERER” PRI NH3].

4.2. BH9ER M

FRE A B BOME L RO 22 31 F I AR AR, KB KB ARE R, —MEF RIE S 5
INE SN NS 2T S - pUNEA PSS REC T B

#(16) W ZEMFER T, REEMBLIALT
RIZAE SRR AT IR BT JRR R IR TN 5 R S R
M ATERNE A, JEERIER[S]. S FH X AW (L 5):

Table 5. The difference between “later” and “then”
=5 “BER” M RET BRXEH

sk W
7] 417 il
i R e L2 B BT IR AR, B R BB (R
BRI o) 5 AR F AR LRI
SURT I B2 R R T FERL % Ak
S THET ) S R —S T CHE HEHIA

43. FBREAEER

A FEANBHLENE ETT T I AASRAE 5 22 2] I BCRAISUR & BARRC I, BARPER . ASEfR N ES)
I RIS AR AN 2B KIS FOAN (P E RS . S8 s PR i 22 A A T IE R i A IE A 3B g o 30
Lo AT RN ARSI . T RN 15 5 HE T RKSSPRE K, WA sERL, 217
WHAL, S E CRANRAKE, Bag B Qb iz ss . RS Ry 5e 8 7R E 5 A BT 52k,
5HMEHA E L . REHES R R — U LR TR, 215N Tk
H O RPOER, Mgk s (& 6). 5HARAAEMEE, X 11 057 > 3 1S /0 30 e ,
AR D
Table 6. Research on writing motivation
7 6. SIEELIAE
Q3: EHPUEFXIEZEHIRZ A (T2iE)
FERAEAL, FRAGFUF RS 7 46.67%
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S
PR DUEACE, BEnaiL s 11 73.33%
W H ORI I 3 20.00%
PRI AT 5 33.33%

4.4. [EEFEREE

WA ELRER, 60%HZVIFIANE CBA RS I BUESERIR, X1 B C iz H iEE
B3 AT T R Gk S R (W3 7).
Table 7. Survey on systematic learning of Chinese writing
#=1. REFIDESIERE

Q4: 1BH RGEHFEIIPOESIED? (Fik)
H 6 40.00%
WA 9 60.00%

90% LA L) ZZ2 5 N “ MR 2 AR 7 2 H CEAERE 2 1 oK R 3, I — P20 # A
H ORI EEACE 2526 TR R s = (L 8).

Table 8. Investigation of writing difficulties

8. BIEf QAT
Q5: IETES (ERTIE 3 M KR MR A4 2 (7 £ 3k)
ShZ AR 8 53.33%
H IR 2 AVEAT R 14 93.33%
S EREL (I 7 46.67%
ANEH T B AE 3 20.00%
YESCEE MR L 2 13.33%

FERISZ 58 TN T AC R, 2B RERE OS2 BRI B R Vg B E e ), MbATERI A I e ik
AR SRS, T SEARAEOHE . E5HN, RBHAIESEHBER. B, i@t
Ry, A A DB I FH M 7R, B RBEFERIER Y, (HEONEBER D, ASOR
RopHr. REZHEEFH BT AEHRZ NAICESRZ IR AL RHPGE S/ 4 7 RGBT R E ]
BESENE, R ATREILBE SRS, BUEASIETIE TIE%, WA D L&KL B W R e T L.

5. BUEFEIN
5.1, EMKRH

FOMZARH DA RO SR R A TE LR, e X 7 AR BRI R, iR A SE I E A A A, R
OB A W Tt A R P IR DL, R T IR SCIHTFR EARRRTE 2, JEE AR AR L0
R EE T DL R[6] . ABE I H X > “LUR” “JER” R AT AT RRE
“saunay” Ml “LLE” “Jak” XTF, BrBcthes. MRIEA G A& s e B m, K2
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Hop 2B RE BOVGRIE IR . By bRy, 2 Ja N SN S AN (R 3E 7 iis - B0 r]
PAE VR B IR AR I @ I I (R B ) 1 B AR RIIK S, b5 oI A ORI T sy, ik SR
S TTIEN .

5.2. HAAR

HET, DOEEM e XHER R AR IR B, HUMRARAE TR 1 it i e R 45 27
AN FEAH BRI R TR, RS 07 A SRR T HERIBUT . ORIBRIR R S5 [7]. UM AT AR 2 AR 2R
il Jeflgs oA e — S0 OBA] L JERR Y MRS, RO B AER L, P A, TR G
SIS TR R B ATERLA TN, Ak AR, BRI R, 1k AR T34k, H
JEARGE VRSO TE R T 1 T B SIS 20K, A A VERTER ARk, el 2~3 MERRTy, XAEHUN
FEREESAE SO RES B 21 1 22 AR SR B 8 AR R e UFPPSBITOC N L, SR A 58 TR o 723
VRSO, TS AR I5 2 A R DOEAE e B R, RS IR R e A B R

5.3. AFERFIL

7 213 S AR A RV E AR S T2 E PUB R R BE IR U 2, UM A R rp 2 5] 27
XS PUE G ARSI A L8] XIAMIE S {F U AR RS RAF IR, 24 SIS R N 5] S AL
(K0 ZEAIER, UM B 2 il 4, 1) 22 A O R I T O 45 2] 32, AR Bk R sl 2 R AR A
A DA — 2o 35 SR SR ORIR R 70 « WA IS M BR IR G, b2 AR RE R A T 5 A TR IR R,
PRI “HEZR” o HUTRIRETE S PR R T2 203 R 2 S B R AN R K o
6. INGS

ASCEER AT 1 15 ROBRE e G 31 B AR SO RS R ) B ARG DL, FFARSEARATT A s Rt AT
TIEHEMTR. GHEEERY: RRERRDBERT, FANEIERR R, R)E RN [E
By, B FINER T BOEMR oy, HUGERUIRAMGEIE, R e, HES R iR 2
BB R . HAAIRER, BRI DOE A AR LR IR X A, I g o ) s T
Yoo BLAh, EIFEIRGIESIHURE 1R o2 AN BAL R R . BRI, [ B p SCHEOMAE e 1 e v 2202
FEAE Bt e R, A XD 2 51 3 B AR A IR S AR B AT R R, RN R SR K N R

BE K
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