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Abstract
Guided by Error Analysis theory, this study adopts a mixed-methods approach integrating text anal-
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ysis, questionnaire surveys, and semi-structured interviews to examine the types, distribution pat-
terns, and causes oflogical connector errors in continuation writings. The research sample comprises
53 first-year students (Class X) from Wanzhou Senior High School in Chongqing. Four categories of
logical connectors were analyzed: additive, adversative, causal, and temporal. Findings indicate sig-
nificant errors in students’ use of logical connectors, with particularly pronounced issues in adver-
sative and causal connectors. Contributing factors include negative L1 transfer, underdeveloped log-
ical reasoning abilities, and limitations in pedagogical interventions. Based on these findings, the
study proposes actionable strategies for minimizing errors, encompassing enhanced teacher guidance
and structured student autonomous practice, aiming to inform pedagogical approaches for English
continuation writing instruction in senior high schools.
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1. 518

(—) BIRER

1 LR P IGEF IR R R AR B R R ER

(i vh SR PR AR AE (2017 4R 2020 SEAET)) (BLRIAR “wmrrhifpn” )smifxt 2 A2 S HE
SRR BEEM B ST RE ISR G HTR, — R IR T BSGEAE SOAAE TR 5 45 Hibil, BT
BB G EIEL]. HAEERRE, SIEEAESREREZNTRZ —, SEHAEEATIHKR,
IR B YE R BLE S AME . BEAh, b EBRAR B R SR A e e &SGR . $Ron A A
GRS TR, EBIRIETEZER R[] EA— MBI RT B, E RS IIR R
PRI TS TS 25 AL R E AR A

2. WAL BAAERESES H B EERF MR K5

FER LR B BCE R BRI 5N, HIRT 2018 SE4f8 1y 4 [ 5 = B 45 A e X, B LA DF
kg Bk DL S SR S 2 U AR 1 s . o, R SEE S WG R TR A R
MRS . SR, TS S MERERIN 2 BUTR I s e ie AN R 8RN, SRS R s 5 AR
SCEIUE TRENCIBHIBLZ . IREEHRUK . 805 NGk Z IR L LUSIR R OZ MR . R OB AL A 5

TEE R HTT I, EA IR K — 0 i — A A BEE T B 4 B n R R W B R AR SO I G R,
Ferb B S R R CU AR R R AR 20 DI i T DA R MR T B R, 0 and L but. so A
38 A A SRABLAR D0 ) SRR AR BE B2 PR O K 20 M UM I A7 AE B AT SR 75 B9 URIBR R S i (10 4%
SGLIREAR, DAJador S AR 1A AR T RALE F T e, SECAEAS S NP E R R HE R,
e DL o 12 AR R S H O s B I T I HERE . IS A T g UL R, R T REAS IR FT A 5
B H

2. HERERIAR

(—) BRFAE
1. RESRE
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H 2019 4, HERW&EFEFERA “3+1+2” RIHAAMBRK[2]. Hr, AIESE S5 R
ARV K TR LR A Y S SRR S, %A S 25 4r(# 4 150 41), BEREFAELER RS
350 in] bR 5 B It s HE SR TN GS & SOR IS T ks 545, Amsel—R A>T 150
H B 5 R SCE B IR E S 75 s 4 B S 1 R i f5 25 SR AL S R 2 U R il
SRR ERRCAC, AT DES E BRI s T AR G, e PR i Bl 1 e 17 R A
iS5 MRk a) g, IF Bilt— 0 a0iE SRS 5tE B R B MES.

BLJE SR B AR AIMEZCE I 0H S, T DUE R RS KB SEBRIR R, A B 2 U
WG RNIRE LSRRG . EYIHEER 34 A IR E 95 2% S FHiE S LS B = MBS N, JF
BIPEMIRH TAMB S K%, SRR I RReL v S R SR M0E 5 N3 SR 1. Bl 51X — &G
SRR, £ A FARE” [A]E R F, ERIA 515 825 O B
it STE SIEA VA — M s, BART S, e 5 AR AR b Se Rk i R At kAT Qs i 285,
G F 2 SRR AR RYE B, SRS S I R B R BRT SO RE, X Fp 5 &0 ik s 5 %
IR HE 1) SCE I RFEE B F), BT RS s R IE Rk, M E i S SR A B 4SS
T ARSI RE.

2. WHREHR

(1) ZEER e X

1B 4 7% 927 (Logical Connector), thr]#x }yiZ #5i% 17 (Logical Conjunction). Halliday f1 Hasan i\ Ai%E
MR T, IS AT A 2 A AR O R OR R BT A PR E . )T BB R A
Bk AR [6]. 1 22 S A AN E AR B S ML, R R RBIE S AN EER 0 2 W HE &
KAR[T]. REWINS, EEAE TR ASEE, 7T LLEEAEIE b B, s, AT a8, =
e 2 B 1A 18 SO TS 5 A LRI HOB S SO% ZRAAH BLARAE O R 10 &£ 77 K [9] -

AW TE LA B R R E BRI A, e SO B — Fh R, Rd@ A EAE AR S
RERLR, )T BUE, MM SRR GERAE — B A 55 TR S2 M 8 ok R T
T i . @A S R 817 . AT IR G S B, R SOARHGUREL, AL
B o DR b2 A B R i R, 0 T B OO U, BRAE TR T 1% FH 08 R A R A R AN T
(o I 5 A 2o IR S P R i e R e L i, W] LIS A S B ke, mp DU Bl 5 20 s &
BRI AR A . BT IX BN Z, A A 2 AR 5 R v ()38 3 e ] P P IR 00 A D ot A B OR L T

(2) BHBERRR R

24 NIE, KT EEERAN R ARB IR . 2 %ENAFRAETIN, K FOEER 528,
IR 32 T A 1) 40 2 O K2 Fh 2 FF . Halliday AT Hasan 7F 1976 4= H ki /) Cohesion in English —43H,
MINRETE 2 00 B R AR I A e in] = 225y DU K. kb (addictive). F44T(adversative). X5 (causal) LA
i [6] (sequential) [6]. A7t 3252 2% Halliday A1 Hasan A3 #8534 52 0] 40 2 91 45 & 5K 7 3 MM s g
S — () PR 5 AR 52 5 SR S AR S P Al R B 1A (W S BRSO, 48 3R] 4y by Bedr. IR LA
JGFIE Y2, ande 1 fs.

3. fRiR

BHE Corder Xf “fRiz(error)” FIE R IHIL REVERHE, i HIXE S (i ool 5 2 #% 3 i
AT IE, AR5 b2 HARE R E IR A TR MR, S i H 2 =) 25 oK 15 5 0 P A6 B 252 g /3[10].
Richards JUI M\ H AR TEAE FH# B A tH R, RS 5E SORANRE B ARIE BEER 5 ) B BUBRHE AT 1R 5 RiA
T [11]. Brown #t— D48, (iR B bR A A AR o b I A S5t 2 O B MRV R S A [12], XA
BEET 7 BARESERRIZ P RS A . Amani T 5 52 SRS > 38 5 IE R F 3 5 R
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AIANE[13]. M B35 AT LA, 7255 i 5 IR, iR AT, e 153182
HI PG 5 RE 17K, SR T HAEMINAR RIIE. % Tk, B AR R I B B o — 18 I8
L5 SRR AR O TN R, SRR 5 2 ST P S DA 2 s B R i i X

AHIEFE B AR 3 A 5 DT T3 N e v 2 v — () B A ik o AR AR 50 5 6 5 rp A P AR B3 I BT R 1Y)
ik, Bl 2B K8 BB I i 4 e SOA m AR TR SR B AR SCh 9ETE IR, IR ENE
PR (4 A BEREAT 70 H

(=) HEidEan

H 20 22 70 4EARA 80 FAX, iR TR GG 5 S 5A M2 R0E, JEBE KRN B 5%
SIRVAINE B AT ) — Fh B AT 7 5. Corder T+ 1967 £EFT# 11 The Significance of Learner’s Errors AJ
AR A i 2 43 A SRR (0 LR [10] o G 27 535 2 2] 88 15 & i A2 v th I m iR 2EAT RERIE R 204, D
THE B W2 H A IEA ERRE 5 DL SN R 5 SR 2y, B4 vk 73 M C24 o B0 1 #
M —Fh 5%, HIT e AR U RS R SR A
Table 1. Classification of logical connectors
=1 BEERAN S K

el R 245

T 1 EA R I S B, i BT R and, besides, also, thus, for instance, for example, what’s

. o e i V)t e g more, on the contrary, by contrast, furthermore, in addition,
Addictive Eﬁ}}“ﬁw,ﬁm#@‘ WA X IR, additionally, furthermore, similarly, not...either...,
A% ELRTEN 72

neither...nor, in other words, or moreover, but the way.

: e — s but, however, yet, though, although, on the one ...and on the
55 g , HHEE — . ; . .
J\i—%zgfﬁgzgﬁiwﬁ A= e other hand, instead of, irrespective of, despite, on the
RS = ° contrary, by contrast, rather, as opposed to...

FT SRR, R EZ DM so, thus, for, hence, therefore, consequently, in
Causal Kh) T2 BRI R G R ek SRiB4%  consequence, as a result, because, because of, on account
Fo of, accordingly...

AT FAF AT R A BB 2, 8 firstly, at first, first and foremost, to begin with, secondly,
Sequential ~ FIEE—BHTFYe)E . H. #HTAIZE  thirdly, at last, last but not least, in short, in a word, in
KA, conclusion, then, after, before, while, when, just now...

Adversative

3. Wistigit

(—) WS

FEFPEREA LTI, BB T A A A R 5 B T AT SORBUIZ IR A K EE 70 22 AR AN RE VR B A B2
BERRR IR R AR SRR R R, (ER SRR R S I B 5 S S e . MR R R AL 513
BEH B S EM A S TR, I HIE# S FZ g 2 A B R IE M —F b R ae 7).

Sk, AWEIEER T E P M R S — (X) BE S AR SR 55 415 T R e 1 %,
Xtia P AN IE A A2 R RI BEAT R 70, 203l mTAT (9 77532 A Bl i — 22 25 AR At AT = 1
AR PR K RE /7 LA R O e S B UM SR AL AT X i3 5 2 5 rh IS R R A 1O AT SERE R AR . 0 R R 2
Wik SRR Fr s (0 VR R SOCR, BREIA, Bedr. R DLRIS TR, ASHTFUR LR 1A it
17 TIRIFOIHEN T [

1 ZIEPCR A SO R S GRS A 2 R U R 2 A RAFAE, IS4 T8 BRI PR i R 2 1 Mg
R TR L ?

2. AL MBI L iR A R A2
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(Z) BAXNS

AT 5 5 HORIE 008 G 5 PR 11T 3 M e G 2 — () BE R AR 2 A, RO ATIAE 325 425 1) O
o N T EAERHL T A AT DS B A BUA s KT, B R BUZIE A L — K G R
G S EAE SORAT AT, St 53 . ZERAE IR H I TEETF 140 A 102.6 4F (814 150 43), iLfE4:
RSG5y 115 53 (W5 25 4%), BRIRELEIECRm 4y 23 4, ARAY 7 5%

LR SAERMT BT — R BN 25 MmN, SihSiiG, B8 7 IEENZIE AR I ik
BoF— AT, [FIPESEIE BB ZE R K, B4 242 DB IR GIR 28 AR D 3R 43 2428 i — ELE MG 2k
DAR; LGS S M, A R, AR E N HE IR SRR, AN 85
A EPIEE%, SIEFH “TUKE” SFHEA IFEAZE S 38, IR EL LA 5 15T 5 s
W, SRy T B A RUNT B R A A R 5 Pt R 4 B (Y IR IS F 1 R 70 DA KR SIB R AR  S A I
HBLAERE ST IREIRER, EH YN A 65 8 R R (R BT B .

(=) mATH

1. BRI

N T EAER L T R ARA T DEE B EE B B s A KT, B R BUZIE A L — IR G R
B S SR SCHAT 0T, AT IR AR E AR S G — iR, FH ELAR i A LI AR 4 ST 2k > B
JE 2 T R S B A (A AKOF, IRRE A 2t BT, 353 53 4. ZEHIRAEE SRS 4 X B 4
PR 4328, ARICREAR R J5 22 5 SO A A DA H B R B O 3R], IR L R,
T ZIE S B RUT TR — 44 52 2 [ 55— A bR o A0 3 M 5 J 41 5 1 SO 1 I8 B Bl i, X
53 44 %A 1 A 45 1R G AT S

2. AR

ARG EERE T R ARE RSN , HH B A B ) 255 Bh o o
5 5 5 2 P R Bt B R ) S D o TR i i e AR AR T K B M L R [14).
MG ER 15 AR, N =AM B 1~5 BT AR SRS S R R A S
FE” 5 RS 6~10 JBT4EfE “ AN B IIERR M E IR EN , B 10~15 J& T “ HBUiixd JeE 8 % B
HESE” .

SRR, B0 H IR TR0 8 3 B (RS FE i 3 S 3% 43 2 1) ) B A P A S
R E R S L. 2R BRI O B SR MR VG BE R Tk B AN AR

3. REEMATTIR

TEXF LR S B AR SCREAR AT IRN TG, i — D248 5 A 8 40 T B {3 F R R SR R, 3% i B
YHAERHMTHOTHAT 7 2R E5MTT R . ARRVFRR A TG S8, BISel i Uik SEMEAT I 1,
DLT fz UM BeFE . SR RSB URPFEH .. ViR A5 Bl ZI e s AT 4 S0 s, o
JE SR P AT 2 A A A A R SR R AR L VR . PSR

() HRRER

AT NI F AT DR AR TR SC R R, I8 B0 G v %ot 5 R 1 3 e g i — (X) R A
(R DETE 32 5 S 5 B R B 1 R B AR P DU AT B iR b o R, SE 3 B R A IR T R 2E
5 5 PR R RS, DMRTUR R AR s Ak, SHZPR B RME 20T (D7 ik 1
FOE DT NIRRT IRAE T AN ARAA . F R AR TR

1. Bagikse

e, 53 A A IR S SR SCHIMT TR ST, ARG BRI AN BT D DL [RLIX PO 2K,
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S 5B ZUN A — 4 52 3] R — bR ic 8 B 1A 200 DL R AR IR A I SR, TR RS A A
MR G, K H SN SPSS 27.0,  LME E— 5 ) M@ i 1A B AR I

WG, BHT 2025 4 F, ERIEIGEZIMHENT, EFE KRN B R &, =R 5
Ja B R AR R, EFAEERIN BT G, M TR, 53 BN A G, ME,
¥ N F| SPSS27.0 HHAT ST T .

Nt — AR A F A ARG 225 OB R W 1R, 2B R SR 400 IR R U7 SR A i B I SR E
BOM A K BEALIM L] 5 44 52 AR AT LM UTR . VIRGE G, RIZIXHE ST B B

2. BT

SEA LRSS ARSI ABEEE UL BURUIRG R, WA R IR AL RIR AT DL JE R

AU FEIRIL 7 AZIE R G 3 Jm B2 5 P A F ) 31 A AN [ IZ AR 41, L A7 i 1R ) S8 A 1 42
WA 19 F, R AN BT, BERDURTREX YK,

(—) RIS B R I S A

fis Bl SPSS27.0, AW FLLE i 734t 1 53 Ji i3 )i £ 5 REAS b T A F A3 B 42 9m] O EMAI 0L, Qe 2 i
7N

Table 2. Number and proportion of logical connectors used in narrative continuation writing
=2 EEERAEEREEPIERKERLS

KA K (A7)
b 198 49.38%
i 30 7.48%
ESE S 67 16.71%
It 1] 106 26.43%
S 401 100%

WL 2 fon, BHERFENSEEZIE 401 4, XRPE AEEEER)GEE BG4 2 EERE
TR RIB K RBGERAF RS RN, K55S ERNE R 8, “PhEREESERE R
i F & 8 E$27 7 [15].

16.71%

49.38%

\
0.00% 10.00%  20.00%  30.00%  40.00%  50.00%  60.00%

Figure 1. Distribution of usage quantity of logical connectors
1. BEEEAFERYESHER
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e S

R4 1, AFAE R HAZ SRR A A W 5 i K8 A B R R BN, &% T UMARE
1) TE 1 B R, B A AT AN o Forh, e 00 B v 1) Y A SRR 1], 38 A T A S KUT) 49.38% .
HR, WHEZK S L 26.43%, FEE PR 16.71%. HEHr@ERA I & L RAR, 0N 7.48%.

() BEEEE @A r A R E i

SRR S AR SR P AN 2R S I (R 2R T ], X 5 B R SO BRI R G, SCE T
S S B T HES I 4L AR I IR FURTI (8] 5C Rk H . BbAh, (RIS PR T HAh M 2R (1 12 45
B, WA RIB AR IR RN RO R TS, VAR AR I[16]. STk, fE TR AR e AR
5 A P AN S S R O X — ISR A .

LA R BRI BRI F AR AR SR 35 225 P S AR B e 1Y) 6 AN IR BRI 43 T 2
and (107). so(38). also (35). because (22). firstly (18), X3 BHK IR/ i — A4 S ) 11 FH — L 1] FL 1)
WHERAA . EF BT R U A T R B AATT 4 R A S LA R A R R, 5 AV
EMERGE I “and” “so” “firstly” SFECNE RFEEERE, AREEMRRE “rEEHN, f
IS I (B ANS SRS B AR B I B A R S T 7, A AR “H IR REK T, BARP
AR TR B e, (EIREHR AR 7 tiith, EEAH, A BRI R
SRR 2B BIBHAG, W] e sk G B — S R A, S AR ARG B R A K.

(2) ZEEER RIS IRRIE L

X AL R S S I R AT N e R AT T IS, W AUR I AR AR R SRS h A R
LoD R, [EREIR R T DURNSRAY . SRS £ S I R R (i R S AR S A B LN R (TR
e O 1 B 5 1% R R 1A B L)

Table 3. Statistical data of errors of logical connectors in continuation writing

% 3. SRS PIBIEEERIRA G MR

iR A i A iz 2
HEN 45 22.72%
L 13 43.33%
3 21 31.34%
IS 8] 7 6.60%

S iR A 86 21.45%

rria) N 6.60%

EE I 31.34%

g e 43.33%
w3t I 22.72%

0.00% 10.00% 20.00% 30.00% 40.00% 50.00%

Figure 2. Distribution of errors of logical connectors

E 2. ZEEEamiz o B 1HEL

HRAE 22 3 I 1, I B R AR (5 A 24 (R S BOE B 86 A, S i B o i A7 18 e 4 1) Bl 1Y) 21.45%
BT, WNTE AR, 2GR AR TAE S S B AR S R B RS 2 w] UG 458
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AR PR 2 P B AR T R . S BRERR I, BLRE SAE S) AR N DUE )
FAENE A8 R 7 TAAAE W A . 1X— W fE— e R A bn] DUt — 280 iR 1) T4 BHE R . S8k,
POE B AR 5 220k b A 38 48 28 452 1] ) HA 30 M 12 72 A 7 2 7 1

WK 2 iR, R E R IR iR A B T 43.33%, TEVUMZ &R A R AL HUChRH
RBEHIEIL, iR 31.34%; BGRN G B F 8 (R 1R 220 22.73%; 177 I 1) SR 62 4251 11 v 1%
FIRAK, 10N 6.60%. M, ZEAELESGE TR S dh iR A i m 1K) b AN AR IER: R 73l 2 and (23).
so (10). besides (9). because (7). on the one hand..., on the other hand (4).

(W9) BHEEEE RS T

EHGGIMETRE R, 5P EER B EER R I iR RESR R & A r 2 e 4R
IMBHER s RIS E HAE “dEBHE” SIERME T Al RefAE—E RO L /) MrTRe 5 224 1ialil
R 5 DL 8 R R R BV FE A O

I 53 5 SR B A SRR AR AT AR S Gt o b, R R T 8 FIAS I (#0848 4
WL 198 4N), Horr “and” S AR B AR IERR,  [RINR HI  RE  2  R E R], 4
iR 5 AN IE AR Y 51.11%. “and” BAEMESCARTIRE, BRI RIAIHNC R, R, FA4F
o H “and” FEEREM N AFATHIE S B, FEOZHANR. fll:  “Sheilalooked up at him in surprise,
and Frank offered herajob” , SEFRRCARIS KGR, IEMFRIAR A “and Frank then offered herajob” B “so
Frank offered her ajob”. 1248 1% [ B H 22 AR K POE B 6 A ( “I0UF g IR =2 e it TR EfRERW)ITR
BIABREE, BT HAE G5 T8 R DA A R R .

“s0” £ PN RAIZ MR T R AR 8L (38 1K), ELAW IR FIE 26.3%, T TR R A (5 E i
WG . A2 E X RS IE “Sheilaaccepted Frank’s help, so she had Parkinson’s disease” , HiZ 4B A3,
A “Because she had Parkinson’s disease, Sheila accepted Frank’s help” o 2#A4E 52101 45 AL 8 1) 3k > 17
o, HEEHH “so” 1SR, H—MlF “Frank hired a doctor for Sheila, so she began to recover” ,
R R = 2

A “besides” RIEFEARAN AR R, HAEMAN @RI P EH 15 X, iRzl 20%. ]
an,  “Frank opened the gallery to showcase local artworks, besides he wanted to help Sheila” , “besides” J&
RAEANFEAE R, HICALHT SR F H I, IERiZRIARA “and he also wanted to help Sheila” . 7%k,
AR “besides” ZE[F] T “and” , ZALIL “HbFRULHT” ATE SCIIEE, e W H o B R IA] (11 FH T
REEARA L

45 “because” FJHLEY(WiR AP TUA, W “Because Sheila’s hands trembled less, so she picked up
a brush” , 22 PG R BT BLeeeee 7R R RS2, X B “because” 5 “so” EAE, wLL
HMUA “Because Sheila’s hands trembled less, she picked up a brush” . 33 s JiEE 2 F0 ) o

KT “on the one hand...on the other hand” , %5 HiZ 2 3% 45 3% 452 1] (1) D 12 R AN B O RER AT, X
—#1-F “On the one hand, Sheila recovered from Parkinson’s; on the other hand, she painted a masterpiece” 7]
PUE TS )RR R &, dEXTSIATEE, IERfZ K & /2 “ After recovering from Parkinson’s, Sheila painted
amasterpiece” . EFAENMERLSEW, ¥ “RE” 5 “QUE” 5ATXH. X4 “On the one hand, Frank
helped Sheila; on the other hand, he ran a successful gallery” , XA AFEFIFESL, TXFLERR, ATHCH
“While running a successful gallery, Frank helped Sheila”

(h) MBRELERE 5

FEXT TN g e — (X) AR R S A, SRR EERAS )V A A S
fEFTE DL 1~5 7P 0NN “SBRARFE” B “SBRFAFE” BT NEONIEE, BARRHEN: 170 B
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e S

Fiers 248 ERARE: 340 ANRFEG: 40 BEARS: 570 ©Zeffa.

EHEGI TG, B SR AN I R R E 1 T TR OB FH BRI VR4 y 4.2 Gy, Bk
H 2 HCF AR R AP ERSR N E M, (AR SLhRels h £ 3B H 18 A& E B 1P X 3.25
gy, EIUHH BRI S REE, X5UHRT “H IR RS R AR —8. BRE
PEE R A R R LRV 7 SRR 2.89 7, RWI A IR SIS, MELUEE B FiE kM
“and” WA, “because..so” FE IR iR,

MR FZ e SR G, AR R K REE ERIAINE L, 12H “because” “so” %ii]
(1351534 3.67 43, ABLEREHTXT LR RIGALEE EAPE R Z AR, FOTP N 2.71 4, X E5ARWF T h 42K
ARIE A 43.33%(1) E R IR R L ENIE , % 8 H 22 AR XHE SO SR RPN RE S 2 o B [ 7 3 82 1]
iz F-F3515r 3.45 43, W& TR, RIS 2 E dif (A 2K m iR 2 6.60% 1B AR, SaRFAX)
“Firstly” 53 B AR Fa g, (HX) “subsequently ” &5k AV R 48 AT AS #4%k .

B Z 2 10 B 25 R FAEAS 0T . B FOM A 0 152 f5 225 ol 5 0%E He il H H 15 1) & T
P AN 3.12 43, I Y S A B SR R 1] B PR 4 2.98 4, IX R ECEE R RAEMATER
W& SR, Z1FEAEERD 550 BJEHIYHE. 5350, HEufE SO FEgTE a2 4% B AN S 0¥ 357
2.76 7, SR B B PEAN L, HMECLES B A I iR 2R, anRRBIE S IkAh, BUmRME
RAMA F TR B R 5 2] PR MIR R 2.35 4, DU MR =, SEEATTEET A E
5 ) B RN I AR A 1) N g

(ON) MAEVIHRE RS0

FEXS T3 I i 2 b 2 v — (X) RSB RHMEBUM 25 i Uk o, i BUMIE RS, ARl B i s 1Y
W eI AFE I R E, SRS EE BRI EY, SARZ T —XEU%]. JFRHET
P, ] TR AR VAR R S ER AR, AHE R R ) R G de SA A IR W SO BRI
S0, BUNMFRRNHREZAT AR H] “and. so. but” SFHEAHAICET, BOGERIEEE CAF Sheila
5 Frank BEIKES RIS EAGR ST o Sak, ARSCHECGART T, 300 ARG 0 22 A 1 0 B ) 5 FH R )
W, HZ DA IRE SR, SREXTFERCREE ., B REASEEAMREN MM T. X
Pl I S R S P A T« UM PG TR I AR I R AN Y A R, IR
ST IR ET A AR o

222V ER R, BRI ) MR R AR, BRI R TR
SRR EAAAE “CDUBB4EE R I, B ERAT R LUE, 28R “BON I KT H,
BT LH E BR . BLRERL N “Because she was homeless, so she often trembled” , %5 ! BHE & & £k 4t
PEETE G TP (AT, AR S Uk L rh ok = 3 B 1A (1) B O 235 30, B0t
ERSMNE FE BERHB BN A IR, 7T DUE SR AE W B (N BUF T, NS SRR R A2 .

5. GRSEN

(—) MRGER

AW IR IS S i T e e m — (X)BE 53 RS SRS, 4GB IRESEITUIR, MELE
KN

1. BEEER I SRR S

S YRR A S A 401 S, R A0 2(49.38%) AN 1] 25(26.43%) 5 L2 3, #53725(7.48%)
5 R (16.71%) 8 -8R . iR 2 7T, SRR ZRIE 21.45%, FEHTI80m R % i (43.33%), H K
PRI 5 25(31.34%), M fiRdEdh T “and” “so” “because” Zid. flfy, “and” {EMGHNE iR & A
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50%, SeBtHIBASR RENZACEER, T “so” B SRAEE W 8N B EHE AT RSN .

2. AR SHFEIR KB

WG AT SR, A 6 I HE E PA E BN RIPE A 4.12 435 4rl), (HEShiE IR ES5(3.25
o), BERME IR (2.89 4). FEBUMHEF, L IPHR(3.12 73) 515300 H1(2.98 70) 1 REHEA
B, U BE ST R 5H(2.76 43), FECFAEME LAY ERiR.

3. fWiREE T

MOITA DR AT, SRR T =5 1h . — R BHEGUER, W1 “because...so” A, 2 IBHIE
WRIBEAE, XK RPTRENHTS: B THARL, RWiEREEZ - KEREEET0%4, B
MR, AR R .

(Z) BFREI

SO AT LR IR £ ELVE AN PRI 7 2, s I 615 B3 A 55 AR 3 e B il 45 P A 24 1) ) A
W 15 Pl SRR AE A B IO TS, IR OB GRS RS 5] o B0 R 24 17 2 A AL 12 5 A B TS R
AT T RRIEEAE R A WA L B O S RS, S N B I S R A g — 1k,
W B R IL 518 L EBAN S, HEETF B B A T2, Bk U EEAIFRE, WASEEME o
TE R R W A SR S A i R s, R A 4 1 IR R B R WITE MO R, WRR . XL, i
N TS 2

YOMPAZAS S A RN AT HEERSE . R8T, SR T A 78BS 2 MM N
WA, JEEE AR RIE T AR, X SCEM A BRI G BN, BITSE. 1Ak, BUmEn A
SR PRI ERE I PR, ORI R, IR Sy TEDERR b, SO N 2 A e
TESCAR T A s AT 5 30, 0T SCAR b (138 48 T BRI EARAE, SIMT SCER 450, e BV KR 3=
Bit), RIE5 S AT R 8. 2801, BUER TR LRSS BRI k. ML v g SRR
HIFE R TR E R, SR IR B L A L, IR S A LA IR AR

MEEAE S RERAE A8 I S A A A B 5 5] RS B A I LA R o (RIS 2 A B 24 AR R 9F
R BT PR M S, B BRI . EE AR, SRR e AR A B AR A

= MARRERE

AR FREATE E BN R IR, DGEBUG M @b —(X)BE 53 i ESC, REFHAFTEKT . A H
SR AERER . R AR ORI, AN FIX G 2 8). ARBEERE S ST
WEH . RIPEF)OZHER. ZARPAENFRI R, FHREIERSE, PNE S AR DTS
WRAEYE; [N, TOEF R SRR E R . =g, 6 SR 2 B 18 B 3 £ 2 (1
JERE, R e R (Y B S R

UbAh, EAFLER T AR AL, AP RJE TREBIm R, A kg B R S
ASEFEOINT, A BEIE B A AE — B U P38 8 A e Y O AR P B A ARG R, eV R U T Tl ek
SRR i A K B e, 5 = A W FE R SR A o — 2D IO S T e AN [R) 9 15 7K F 2 IR )
BRI, DU R SRR EE K OB BRI R, R E AT, WA IR R R U S 2 AR
KAET A, B R RS SR . IR ST S BRI, BhA I8 i 3 4 P O
VRO, (iR B IR (R B .
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