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Abstract

This article briefly introduced the content of discourse analysis and corpus research, emphasizing
the close relationship between them. Then, we introduced several important research tools in the
research methods of corpus-assisted discourse analysis, the application of which between 2013
and 2022 was also presented in Chinese corpus-based discourse analysis studies. This study found
that the frequency of analysis tools use was generally increasing. However, the recently-invented
tools have not got enough attention and full use.
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1. 518

B RS AE S8 honT AT B 1] discourse AT text, X PRANMEIZE CERTP S HEIRH (X 4, 2019) [1],
RIS IR AN — o A BRSO XM discourse analysis, ANPR TR RS TR EE TR S 450
ik BRI ILHEER TERMKRE, WL T BFIES Y. OHEY, PSRN SR,
PR o XTI, 1RSSR 2 R T TR Z MBI 7t . RS R ek iR A [A) B 1 55t
I TR R T B A2 (U X 4, 2014) [2]. A SCRAAERLEGH B 48 B A b v, 18
MR T =K TR IR R 738 Fe M i R8O i 5 i AE S b . R=AER 7
LRI R TR SR RS ORI LR, S TR EE R AR, b TR RA0A
Al T2 B A T A A TR, RS TR T TRIEA T . NIRRT EEN T
HET LR TS i TR, AR SCEERE 775 /41 T Coh-Metrix 1 TAACO P ffi4)
BT LB FEARE M i A 28 7 VB RS LA BR (TextTiling). TextmithTools. WordSkew = Fh 4341 1L
e, TR T AR T 24T T A

2. BpER
2.1. IBESTHIER

BRI EAS RIEARZ , A SCRRIR AR 2 (P K 4, 2019: 10). HAEKYL, B SITICEA
B—MEIRIES, MHN T AR BREEARES—, REENEET “MARErEmER” GEE L,
2001:01) [3]. BIAR = SC_EMiE RS 08 T LB 3131 Zellig Harris 7E 1952 4F /& 2% 1) 3 & Discourse Analysis”.
[4] Harris /&3 [E 58 3 CRIARER N, Bl v S S5 40 3= SUAE R RGBT DB XSE RS 2 #1458 S
A R A T URE T . 5K Halliday 7£ 1985 4F ik An Introduction of Functional Grammar —-3, 7&
RAVIREIE T IR T BRSNS TiEE R ROEESC, 2010) [5], MHRWFIIEFE YRR A “Ihael
RGER T - 1994 4F Schiffrin [6]%F Lk TR /b s /S Fh R ZLWE A7, SemiiR. SRSkl 5
R TTE 20 4D 70 FERZ G2 TR KR IE . FREVNIBER IO WA 1515 HRHE.
TG TR SURFIE . TEE AL B 1E(2019: 14). 7EX TXEZ O N AR Z B F, ERHEEME A% 4
) T HRAFRRZ N,

2.2. EREMR

BRI T AU B S BRI 0 &, BT RN AR R, WmaES RS, ek
T2 AU FL. Hunston [71BA#fEE . “1ERHE SOBBHER S 25 L HFE BB 5 7 OG5 M
R TR K T a4k (2002: 01). PR SAEH GERESIHEF ) — R TR ER AT
PUAMZOHFE(2019: 07):  “H” , BIREIES L, RyEEF % “&”, W Bl FB: “&7,
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EUMER oot FERL AT TR <R, RIERM, HRBLES M SES SR RNMILERR. Bk
FETE T BT 20 Al 5 1, — 5 TR B SEUE 3 SURAT N 3 SO BB RHOHESS, A —T
TIPS A (1 R 8 R K BE B IEETHR AL T 2AF o B RS 5 0 B ARE & S, MR 5,
RERE 35 BIATE 78N B3 32 mm SLWE AL R 2 o 4Rk, 1R B T 2 AN A A 75 =« M E R, 2001 [8];
PR, 2014 [9]; SR, BRAUT; 2016 [10]), TMAEXLEHEH, B8R A OEE )2 “ S 1km
FHA” (FFXRE, 2019: 05) [1]. HEKMEERERT, A B SRR i A g, BAUKSEAR K
AT TR EXFEA T &M o TREWNIE A, 1 TR R ol R R i TAE R, [FR
BT T E RN E M E

3. MRA%E

R IR AR SCA AR HE R PR B Bh A RS o BT L A SR AE [ N A R A T, AR SR SCRRAR 2R 7
5, PAISCHE ATHE ) Coh-Metrix. TAACO. iE A4S BL A AR (TextTiling). Textmith Tools. WordSkew.
Z Y53 Hridi MDA (Multidimensional Analysis). MAT £ 450 #1 T 5o 2 8k, 7E A [F &1 (CNKI)#E
TR, SIRAEEREIIE R TSGR, R RA 35 it .

4. EREHBIERSTMRIA

B, BAVKRE — TERESIER IO AR RS R . T EZE A5 25 2014 £
U5 LR B 2 A AR A S TR P ORSCAE[11], W B Sh T3 T BE % X SOAR SR BB
IRJE MG RAESE, 55— J7 e ATTRENS b B 58 22 1 71 548 F2.(05) o VR X< 7E /0 41 TE KL T FE RTE RS 23
(VR TE AT S0 IS 472 2 AE 34 FE] B 3 ] A TE AR I A ST T ) B R B A i o v, 5 98 3 0 M (B T8 B )
Maie “MEURON R (2019: 01). ERLEE W ST VA A BARI 1AE R 2 1H ) 20 A 22 1 T8 7 B DI
wo NJEERA T EREEE(2019: 09). 5 AREMARILINH S5 & 0T AT 2 M SR I Bk 2017
FHE MR L GERVETR I 22) BUF. 2018 SR 98 [E it KR Rt A1 7p CIERHE 51 TE 0L
TIY 2019 L5 « ANB AL R GEEITTE) GITIS. Sk BT BUE L, ERES SRR T2
AETHIE SR L — o T T 7% AR BT I3 iR AN SR 78 73 W1 75 925 1 Rk 2 Al B 1 s 20 BT
TR IR PRIIEA SR TR 3 FERH AR BIE R 2 Mt FU 7k, i A 5SS 78 TR A Bk
P2 DA R AR L o

4.1. GHESRFE

H 0503 T 7860 51 (1) S M AN 234 i = B K T B: Coh-Metrix A1 TAACO (4% 4, 2019: 89).
PAF 3 AT 44

Coh-Metrix /& — MM HFISCAR ST TR, m3EE & IEYT RS 1) McNamera 58 Nk iE. AN
2 [H Z0E 5B TR I TS T 5 2 (readability formula) (i ok th A 5 KB ANE BT I0IES), 1E kR
PR R CR R ), 2006: 285) [12]. fhAI14E & i FALE 5 HANEREIE S 2R, I T ]
BRI WTSCRBIGHOE DT . ANEE AR L VAL AR s 5 55 5 T (FEAR,  2010: 446) [13]. X AN4rH T
BB R3S T 2002~2005 -3 [E 20 H W 7t 5 oot 70 A % =ik 1,425,000 35 G 1) 55 46 3 FF(Graesser et al.
2004) [14]. Coh-Metrix H W KL : — XA WA BB TR 7RI —2FH LSA K,
X SCARE SCEAT 8ok, AFEBER ST (R 58455, 2013) [15]. HILLE] Coh-Metrix
TR LA 106 ANV IBEANE SURHEREAT 00T, (B2 B — TR A BT v] LU HO6 SCAR IR T2 9y
BRI E fl. TLHEARLE S 4H Coh-Metrix 7ESCARRTHERF 5T A IR, SR 1S R L T 5tk B
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AHICH] Coh-Metrix 45 J FE1iE(2016: 60) [16]:

Table 1. Cohesion-related dimension and characteristics of Coh-Metrix
# 1. 5SS EREHEER Coh-Metrix 45 B RAFEGI#M, 2016: 60)

i BEMAE
AHAR )T 44 17 & P15
ARARH)F IR G E S IR 4L
ABARA) 18 T B S 1P 34
) FT B )T 4410 & [P 14
TR 2 10
Fr B A TR TG E B P34
FrE A) T T & P4
AHAR A S B B T3 B S bRz
FrE ) - S B T B S bRz
B 3 3R] F LE 431
SR ) LA
T8 1A [ B A
BT 1A ¥ A
puaT| 9
R 7 2 38 F) B A1)
¥ B e 1] 1) LA
H 7€ & SGEE (40 also, moreover) ] EL 5]
5 58 B SCE W (W1 but,  however) i E 91
AHAR )15 SUMHBLRE (1T 35 BRI b it 22
B W T )15 SUMMBLEE (R P 35 BRI bR v 22
B AT 8
A AT B TR SUMHBLEE (1T 35 BRI b e 22
T ) 1 SORHBLRE [P 3 BRI b e 22

%
i
2
r

[

I T RERIARK,  BRAEAAERT &I, U214k Coh-Metrix 7 P [E 4N E8A B o

BIREERE, Coh-Metrix 7t THAGE] T A2 ANV, (HRMWAEE 2Ll LR H 2
HABCARMEE G, LN ATRE . X HERE] 7 A TR E R (K4, 2019: 91).
RAEIXFERI T 5 R, BHLBEE TAACO (Tool for the Automatic Analysis of Cohesion) i)t .

TAACO J&— KB /41 T B, Crossley, Kristopher Kyle, #1 McNamara 7£ 2016 4F /& % 3 & vE4H
AT B AL HIR4E[17]. 2018 4E Crossley, Kristopher Kyle, £ Dascalu X A4 T 2.0 fiiA<[18]. TAACO
e KRR SCAR T LR, 5T, WERZSHEERS Ligtr, 5 Coh-Metrix ANFE, ARAT LA
ZAFIH P I RERL IR B A b, fEEACEE SRS . A TAACO %238 2L E Python ig 47385, (HIF
AT B AN AL RN . Crossley 25 NFEC & RN 4E T L ERER 5k il Xt TAACO Ebx
HATIEZ), TAACO FHifi2 % T H HEMK ETEH P AR H(GUI), P 7 Ek FaFE B SO (axt 1%
) N S 6(2016: 1230) . AHEE T HARKI 7087 T B, TAACO BIRZ M, Hlunere@ikEHaE s %,
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BAERE, BRSO N RRID, R VEH AL 2 A AL PRI - 26 RO AE JEUR SR A L
ThREE I TE#

4.2. (BRSIRTE

R EEFRIZ “Swales 5 ANMEF M FARIGETEEH A HE” (FK 4, 2019: 92) [1], AT
X USRI, X € Th R A I N R A5 288 (Z% 75 5, 1997 11) [19]. HAT,
Hr 2 2T Swales #1 Bhatia [EISHELSE, LA RIEIR AT AR R, KA “TEL 007 TIk(RA4E, 2020:
19) [20]. “iEDorHT” FERNLEARMGIF . E. SRSEIEE AT T, MHKIITHENOE S %
FRERHE T T B L %, BIIniE 5 A $oR (TextTiling). TextmithTools. WordSkew 2545, DL R faji /42
X =Morir T AR

T BL HOR R ARy A 20 tHheD 90 AEAREL I, rhrS& UM R 240 v B 23 A B 27 e 1) Marti
Hearst Zi#2Jf & . 1993 4, Hearst 7 TextTiling:A Quantitative Approach to Discourse Segmentation — 3
X b PLR BEARAE 7 A E[21] o 1E R BL A R E SO — Pk 4K SCAR SCRS R 43 3 BT 0 2 B oo i 7
%o M “ED N7 BRAT, TextTiling HIMEHIRA>CRIAE, 2016: 86) [22]. {HZRA-AHIE 2016
SERSCES SR TR LA EARRRS: FIHBRESAEEAR, AV R FIEE. Gt T,

“FRUEZL. BTG —307 (94). BHHEER, LERED T R B SORI 2N 2% ), TiE R L
RAERHEN B S TR, BIE ), RAEE.

RTRBARIEEAE 2014 SEA 4 7 — Mo AOTERLZE 73 B A TextSmith Tools [23]. flAT1IA 91 Jyifkeh
X B bR #E 7V 1R 32 AR 3 i, A2 R T 23 M ]V B 2 1] B AEVE R SCAR IR AN [R5 4 1R 40 A1 22 e ) JR 45
A2, FTCON T o HrialiC B R A B R R E AT R, ARAT BT IR R T —Hii TR R X
7%, 2014) [4]. TextSmith Tools FEIJRE L FE AV Iy TR ST AIASZ o8, REAE X KRB SOA
HATIER AR, B P St K uf, AXEEiED i — M X 4, 2019: 93) [1].

2016 4= Michael Barlow & A28 7 WordSkew SCA 3 HT T H[24]. ZFEF 2470 ] FH T Windows. 1R
#% Barlow )4k, WordSkew & 25 REAELE T 7] LAFE E 16 06 I B2 A1 23 BB I 77 2, BRS040 15
Iy A RN A5 R (105). VFK & T8 H WordSkew 53R 2 R 51 70 tr, R R E R EM B £
SIS AT 2 ) 0E(E E.(2019: 93).

4.3. BEMRFGE

TEER T, B 1B SURSE R — S U S, 7E &R CER b 2% IR FH 5 5. 2009
4F Biber fl Conrad %[ TXHESL. B, R =ARIEBITX S, K=ARIBBARE =FOPIER N
#(03) [25]. F:H, Halliday 6 ANMB SRR M2 2] 1T 12 FIE[26]. MRIEMBATHN A “1EF BRE
FAMIESEEARAG” , E AR X P R T S8 & 08 5Bk (BN HEHE, 2020: 67) [27].
A R, R EE AR Z 4005 MDA (Multidimensional Analysis). 2 4 4 #7 /2
Douglas Biber 7£3: 1984 I it Ch et . J5ok Biber 75 1988 SEHI R 17 € F 15 B A0 THI 15 18] 135
WARRY —4, SEAEEAT TSR . 2HESITET KEMESREN ST, SBRETFATE,
SR VR P BT H (W . B4k, 2020: 67) [27]. Biber 8 1{# fHid 41 A1 120 £ Ml iEFA4S
1E, B R IAE R 67 FEFAFE G K 4, 2019: 96) [1]. {HAX — A MEKHIA L. ] §IHE
KHAE I ARKT AT 2013 4F Andrea Nini JF & 7 MAT 24804 TR, 10 7iX B &, W2 404
Witk Stanford POS Tagger Wl tEdxriE T2, 15T RHEMIZIMGIHTREE & BATHORAREE, H/ERfE R
a1 e R 22 4 20 AT B SR FE T R (08 () S 2%, BT AYEAR 2 U A ) V2 N o A7 O RH R S R TE
2020 £ S0 g AE T A A R R S .
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Figure 1. Application of analysis tools between 2013~2022
[ 1. 2013~2022 F &t LEERAER

MAKRE, BT TAACO, Textmith Tools F1 WordSkew # Hi fRIHAIZEAS A, Fr LA N 45 & HoAs I
JEIERIE T, X 55 5545 4 Coh-Metrix. TAACO, 73 #r 1 [l FEiE Lk 25 RS S i3 T B A
F(2018) [28]. T TextTiling EARHEH WIS ] C 40 AR A, (HRIFEAEEN IR E, KA RCHEE
2016 FRFMCCHEGIT TAH, FHE 2020 F4F 0 OB RNEM R E 1T = 2 4e 08,
TE—HAR. H5ZA, Coh-Metrix FZ4E0Hr THZBWEHE 25k, H HAEFMERIL =440 2
WK X HARIL o T EAETE R SR BhiE R 20 B b 4 B R 2 2 A s e, o — D7 T Ak
PL T 20 R T T RLE R L B RIS F

6. &it

R T AN RS2 H AT TE S T 1, BEE T NLEOR AW A e, TERHEE 73 D5 3 rh e
R AT TRIGAWOIT AT, P S5 & 75 T FOR BE™ 3 2 IR RUR, TAE R Lemt Ferh, J7ik
Ao A TRKEENE BRI R . ASCE S 1R 2 RTERVE R T SRR, P Ry a4
BB SRR T 3 MERHZE A B W T (e i U5k o i Jr ik A E S 7T 2y
PR P EZ T TR Z2HW AR TRA M ESNMNE, RIafE N E, 4iahEZ2ERE
o5 P E B TR RURAE S (RO IE A AT R B S SRR A AT TR, XA LR AER AT 1
SRR, T TR A8 AR 2 B FCE AL, (X8 LR KE A AN, B 780
KA T T RMThRE . WA, 2 AE R T TREIIRE, e TR AR,
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