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The Effect of Understanding Linguistic Markers on EFL Reading

Comprehension
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WFFERCR OMEEL (Fn30) « AWFFEIX, E LT 7 X bR O#ERER & L 603K T HHRM O
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WFZER R OMEZE (F30) : The aim of this study was to categorise linguistic markers and
coherence relations expressed by these markers in terms of their linguistic
characteristics and the direction of logical flow. Then, focusing on causal relations
in a text, the influence of English proficiency, the explicitness of markers, or their
logical direction on understanding of target causal relations by Japanese EFL learners
was investigated. The results showed that learners with high proficiency could
effectively use linguistic markers in a text in order to understand coherence relations
but, irrespective of proficiency, learners did not seem to be aware of the importance
of establishing logical connections between text segments even if there were no explicit
linguistics markers in a text. The practical implications for EFL reading instruction
were drawn.
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1. WFEBRAE SO 5

FfRAaI o= —arD—REER
DESENG, ITH, [EWNSO EFL (= English
as a Foreign Language) #ifiEFaEIZRUNT
(77 2 NOMEZERET HHE/1) OFEMN
\ERINTWD, FEEGEME OEE) »
Kb DFIGRFRE I TR T DT-0ITIE, F
CEOTEEOT I AN EGAZ T IIE
DUETH D, APV ICHEET LT
7 A MNEDLIEREMTET D8 E+
DI, FDORRBIIT 7 A b OFHHEE
Wi —BMEEHERF L, ~ 7 niEIc B9
HIEMOFE O ME A KT D Z RSN
&R T3,

AWTEBRAE LI OIS T L Ie o T DL, W9
RFEEHED (LT 7 A Noit A CERT 5 &
ITEIND L) ITHER L TCINETIT
S>T&E, BRNTFEHFIZ X D EFL Bt DFF
WeT 7 A NOBEEO RSO &
KRk %z Big LI —#OWETH D,

9 1727 2 NoRBEFEEICEL, HFROE
W72 D7 N AR T SENRERH 5 &
WO NGNS DR ROWBE LT 57
7 A MUOBERNCHE S &2 Y TR L -
T, BtA TG RER) 7 E OBpiaER & THE
BHYRO TN | & U CHiigE T IR I
FATAHAZENVETHA Z EEHLMNIZ
L7z, Fl—HOREMELZBL T, HAAN
EFL #8331, BEkiam %, s HIcq
BT L5720 THY, BMEREDT-DICEMM
R LW W 2 E AT 72, 2 ORER
TO BFL FifRgE~oRe s LT, 1) fF#
ZEWREIZER ST 2T T Lo E
W 22T 5272 IR0 EN%] BfE)N
TERNWE L 2RSS0, &5
(2 2) TEHEBWRICEROT Dm0l #
TPV T-SENTHI»Y Th D HEkE
A) % B fR PSRRI R L CHERR 24T O
ZEHEEBFOEREED D Z L oEEME
PR LCE - (ME 1995),

S B \CHERGEA R Lz TESOERY
BItRS1F 1 1% 77 2 MEEOR 1207
MWD EPZ, T 7 A MEEOE & TR
DEAWIETHEZELZ LT, & L THE
IRT T IR b ORILT 7 A R K
FERFA OFBPLRB & KT 5720, KR~
- LoULTOT 7 A M & A TSR
SHDH LN, EROBRIBELR ST AL
L. &5IZ7 7 A RO ERRIZ S/
52 HLFEMAICHSNICLTEE (MM
1997), =Dtk wifiEh OB REOFIHIZ
AT AHERNE LVDHLNZT A0, BE
i) EFL e I00ifiR (77 A b)) SiEOEWA
L MoOER L ED TR ED -, Zhb
DOWFZETIE. HARNEFL 28 FH IC LD HASL
el L P CHMRIC BT DR DRk &

FIHIZOWTIHAEL, 1) HHRED EFL 68
N7 T, FEREERI 7R BEfERE ) 2 Rk
THEBEFRO—DOThHD [HEhtanzilikd b
eS| DRSS FEOEWICEIND Z L0,
2) AARN EFL #HEFIZE 5T, LV IRWE
AL 2 > THERE T D B o il 1) 0 f% HH
O [xtHR ) FmBRMR O N NEE ThH - 7o
&, EHIT3) HEFEWVWTIOZM TS,
fEEC TR BBtk % & 7o 5585
MEB D@ No T2 7 ERALMNT LT
(Tkeda 1999, #LFH 2001, #iFH 2008a, 2008b) .,
L2, ZHETOMIEDOMERE LT,
T A NMERE ORELBAR D ¥ 1 7RI FE
L BEA T OmBREGRE R T HEGREAOMK
RN ELER+HGTHD Z EBFET LD,
—fFlE LT TREEMR] &) i o
BfRZ A TH | AT & thheiiias TIRIA
—FER ] WS HEMETHORMN D forward 72
Lok, [FER-EIN] @ backward 72 H DA
bbb, -, TORBRFRERT SENRED
because, therefore 72 ¥ OFEGEEA T2 1 Tl 7
<. The reason for this was that .... @
£ 972 signaling phrase OHEbHH Y, &
DATIX R R BRI & 5 Be$E L 7= 1 i) i T
ORI LR WA S 2 b D, EltanIc
ERE2Y 77 A MEERREOREEEREZ
EH7DIzh, 2o 0MEEZTRRL, Fik
FAIO R & L CTRaA Y EFL BE /) DOMLIZFREN
FIRE 2 E bz, S OITIEHME 7 r RO
HCHERGETIN ED X 9 ITHEET D DD
ERLED TP ORE IR FEIZ L - Tl
e P 3T B R RE A ORI & e TR
BLTWMERH ST,

2. WEOHEB

bW w28 E 2. AR T, &K&W
(R A 2 IRV D Z LN TE D
£ 925720 O PN I FREILES B O
B 2 (B IC AN T, TEMA OmELRfR % &
DOHBOWNEEESCT 7 2 FFEfE Loy
DEICEEND N E DL RBLEAD
ISRANTHEBE L, H AR N SEGE 1 03 98303
fiE I ENHE ED X IICHATLION, B
K OGRELREfR D H R O 5 O FEE A B & )y
L TW ZExHE LT,

3. Mo Hik

BARBIZERE LMot EIc, LT X
S Ieirgt ik E Tz,
O3CERBFZE : (1) 77 A MR CIERE OREL
BIfR & KT Hefktan %, a) HifiaE7R & DFE
LAV DH O, ALV b) £
O NRTImEBER AR T 2 HRO O
MY OJFEMEDS forward 7> backward 7>, c)
FITREERENT 7 XA b~ 7 a e
KT DD, Five bR I 7 vk



OFEHME O E DD, d) FRADEEREI D2
EL TR E D TIRRIICET D
(2) FET O ARLDIEROBE BN
T, BEERERAIN E D X 5 ITHERET B DT o
W, BB SEONMNEREICR T DR T a '
A PRGR & HARIC GRAN S AR ELRR O ST A R
AL TELRT S

QFAIIZE © H AN EFL 578 3 DR E Oy
FEA) A RRPIC E D X ORI LTV D b,
FRTEDH A T D markers OF|H DK EED>
. FHFOEFLRENCINZ T, # A7 Hk
O D EHREEEZ EORMER OEW e 8
GOTHLNITD
@HMMITE . L1 & L TCOHEBHEBEIZB T,
15 O ELRIR ORI E R 2 Y T
MIZIZED L DR DONRH D DINTDONT
OBEEHNEEZITV, TNHOHARD EFL #F
~DISHTFREMEIZ DWW TEET 5

4. WF7EEE
AKPEBETITT 7 2 MERB OHIEG &
BfeeaB M ORI HEIC B9 5 SCkAFZE,
RONE NN = 2 A PN PR 1 FE A il
BICESZY TRRAEMREORREICE N E
WT 5,

A. 77 A MERBOGREBIRICHT 5 555
B L ORI T 7 —F

HEWD [—EM (coherence) | IT.DLAIFESR
DLV TT 7 A NBRERBODRHMVIZE
BRI BENIERT, 77 A MEREEELED
HRM RSB TH D T R
(cohesion) | LIXE7es, 577 A +»
—BMEboLWOBAITE. 77X FOW
BRIZET LI LD ET 7 A M RHRTHEE
MOBRICET 200 2 >OBERH D,
T AMARICED L —BMEICIE,
argument—overlap 72 & D X 5 IZ[E U2
KT HERPEYIEINDGAE, 200
FEDOFNENIZERWICHE U0 dH 55
A ST, HDRBUCHEEIRIC A B DR
WRFL GERENDH D, AW TIE, T
SOBENLHERTIC—EMEEZHET S
OO E IR D E VD FEBICE ST
coherence relations (Hobbs 1979, 1983,
1985; Sanders, et al. 1992) I[Z&EHT5Z
Lz L7=, Z @ coherence relation I%. #
FEN OB DE Sy DO 13 b D, fHx D
HaOBWOB SN GET TIEmBATE 2
WE D RBERMMImTH D, DFED ., KEN
THEEOEHG N7 nND EHIZENLL A
bE7=U EOEWKEZERT DL, coherence
relations WELA72DTH 5,

T A MNEBEBICEAT AL O T
coherence relations &FALLT A& ZELY
A=t D E LT, Mann & Thompson (1986,
1988) D #EME L 7= Rhetorical Structure

Theory (RST) &5, Z® RST [LM#ET 5
LB EDT I A N EFEE, FENEKEY
295 nucleus EEEMIEM A 9 satellite
WAL, ZIUHNEWVIE 9 —HIZx LT
H ORI 72 E] & coherence relations D X
I IRERIN R BRAE ISR U TV D, b
O fw BB AR 2 1L cause . evidence .
elaboration, solutionhood 72 ERH V. T
7 A MR OEIE 2 KT B O FLal B A
Leh, TLTRSTICRFEESND T 7 A M
EHFHIC BT, coherence relations ™ X
I IRT 7 A NERMEORERPERIL, SREN
BANSGT 7 A MEEZEZ DI THET 2
DY —)& LTHESIT HiD,
UL, FfRICB W CRIATIZT 7 A AR
WICOWT—EBMDH D LINEREHEEE R
o3, Zo—8B%ET 7 A N EZMO
coherence relations XML CTWAHZ &%
ZE1 75 &, coherence relations % =iEHY
T —FIC Lo CTREdIC T 5720
TIEA T2 THDL, 2FED ., BHAFELHIHED
ERE L THEETI LHNERRDSENE A
MEDHTITHHATE W E LI &
235 . coherence relations & Zi D DFifif
2B T DEEZ T A= 0I2iX, BT
Tua—FH50 ANDLMLERD S,
BB T T a—F & L D RST 1%, #BtAFHN
coherence relations CFELT HESTH D
‘relational propositions’ (ZEE2DW\WTT
7 A NERBOBABREME TEX5 (Mann &
Thompson 1986) & FiET B8, RAIAMIEL
meARINDHZ EHLH D, LA L Sanders,
et. al. (1992) %X . RST 2% relational
propositions D4 T Z WA IR 72 b
DESGELTNWD Z & &2, FBEIBLE D
A% & RSTIFA TR RHwmTH L LA L
TW5A, DFE Y RST T, evidence 72 EFD T
7 A NEZMORURENEND, BT otk
AN THICEB &L LTINS
DHTHY , MOEE D—HEDOEFROHF T
ORI ZRALE DI REE I N TR0,

Z DX 9 RBETFED coherence relations (2
*9HEF TIE, SEEMEAE 2 coherence
relations ([ZEEDWTED X 5 IZFRmMAIFES:
EHEETL200CEb ARSI EE
SITWZRWZ 8, T 7' —FI25ES
CEREARVWETDHAS LD D, T72bb
RST @ £ 9 124 T?D coherence relations %
AR THN. L2 b O & Hpd /e
SIE. [BEAFITT 7 A POIEN Y 2 HfiEd
L7, BRZRELD relations (B9 % %0
AR T mE AOHRT—FIZFAT S &
IRELZLS T by, Eicxt LT,
evidence M X 9 7oA, causal DL H 7%
X0 MRS DR S, [BEAFIET
7 A FEEMICH D coherence relation %
WYNCHURT 27201, ZORLAEN D



MO FEEESICEET 2 2RI+ 5 ) LK
ETHHFNL VBN TIT 0D, Lo
DThHD, SO HIE, el and &9
STENFH 2V N causal . additive,
concessive & W o 7z[R 5417z relations L 7>
KXW Z DB Y, coherence relations
DOFNNIMT EOFPERH D . Zhd Z |
%?’LE R0 RS L LTHET S
TEMTEDLEMLTWND,

B. 4 20OEBEHMESIZE-S< coherence
relations D538

Sanders et al. (1992) <TiX. FiZ I'H
(clause) | R ED2O>DT 7 A NEFED H
HLERMIOER S, 2HFHOEFEZS2 L L,
FNEFENNEEN T - IIEENClAE LT
BRI HoMdEP L Q2RT EIRETH, £ L
TSI ES2HP LEQITENENED L D ITHE
OMF K 23T Lo T coherence relations &4y
$5L T\ 5, coherence relations DHYIEIT
BWTIZ4 2ORWREREIZRD, Z6MH0
coherence relations 5T AL TF42>D
S L —& LT\ b
— Basic Operations

SEIZBWT, £7T P & Q oI

causal relation & additive relation }:b\
9 2ODBRLNFELRNZ LEMUE S
LTV 5%, causal relation 2% additive
relation OBKREZRFICEL LD THHZD
2. BEfROFFEIZTE 27217 BRI T
RN R B\, FD7= ., coherence
relation B ED = O DEFIORIZ, TP & Q
O BAf&IL causal relation N ThY, Bz
N No ThHLHEIZEDOEIRIL additive
relation & 72 éo iﬁ@j@]&)@ﬁxﬁ T220
T A NERMBE OMMK %L causality
(implication) 7 addition (conjunction)

2T 0k Z OB RO S D
W D72 Th D, causal relation IX
L VHRWBMRTHL, ZOHENRT 7 A
fEDOFRI 7 1 ACHEE S D LIERIC
FIFTRHBII LD RELI D L HEEIND
— Source of Coherence: Semantic and

Pragmatic Relations

2 OHORBWE, ZORFEA, S1 & S2 o
HFIZR SNTemBEORIAFIET 2 D0, i
EHS1 & S2DHIZEINT illocutions D
FICFET 200 THD, BIEDLIITP &
QASL & 2k TRINHMETH LY
& . #® coherence relation I semantic &
FEIXILD, FBEOLIICP L QST F
7213 82 @ illocution TH DA, = DR
¥ pragmatic TH D, ZDORWESL & S2D
BEfR D source of coherence IZfET 5,
— Order of the Segments: Basic and

Nonbasic Order in Relations

3OHDMWTHEE (F 7 A N) TP L&

Q#i‘%éhé"ﬁ BRI 5, P EQAST &
WZENENXIGST 57 61X %F ORELRIT

basic order THV, P L QMNS2 L S1LIZE
NENKET 572 518 nonbasic order TH
Do
— Polarity: Positive and Negative

Relations

4 > HDRIVME, basic operation (21T
HPELEQNSLES2IT—HKTHNEI D, H
HDWEP L QST & S2DEFE (hegative
counterparts) & —HTHMNEIMNTH D,
B @D coherence relation IX positive., %
H 1L negative EMFIIN D, [A LU negative
polarity relations {ZJ83 % expectation T
L3N B basic operation D H D L
violation of expectation D EMZ . F 7=
additive basic operation @ M| contrast
DEMEENENRT,

C. FEfRIZET 5K FEBAFRIYE D BE 2 M

REBEMRIZ., 77 A FEFCREHICEET 5
MR DT TEELRFHHBEMR E L THbNT
&7z, ZORREFROEBNMIZHOWVT Miller
& Johnson-Laird (1976) I%. KHEM:OH&
ﬁii SIZAMOFRMBFETH Y . Fex ik
MR L 7= events % 4§ & @ causes D
consequences & fI|lrd 2 FRAIBIE A 25 & 5
& LT, AMmEE & ORD Y OBLE)
Him LTV 5b,

MEIRAFZEIZ BV T B .%%f—fﬁ?ﬂﬁ@%%
fi’i}?aﬁﬁ'éﬁw T A ons, Bl
Noordman &Vonk (1992) 1%, & HH#& %aﬁﬂ%ﬂ
R L, EN O OM OBt %2 B H I HE
BEED 227 %20, BEAE#HEZ b DRt
FOFHN, Bz bl ATF L0 b RE
BIRIC K » THEEZFEOMT T D BLE %2 £ <
PEH LT E*’Eﬁ]‘ LTCW5%, ¥7- Singer et al.
(1992) 1 2 DDOIMHN Additive BARD 12
T&)Z)H#F'WE’JF%T-?‘“CO&#ZD I SN
RBIRTORN DA DI M, 2%9@&@
AN DN E N & 25 I
77 & 51Z Sanders & Noordman (2000) “C“!i\
[F]— Dt 5 3 & RURBIR £ 7218 Additive B
BDOWT I THATIR EFREOHTF 727 7
A N OFIRFIER T DI, KIFEFR CTHITC
Ik & 55 OMst < RSO H3, Additive BAFRT
FEOMT S D XD BRI D D IRE [ 235
<, PO X X7 R verification task
THRERREMTOHBEN TV,

IO DOMFEERNS, FTRRERES
Uimfuﬁﬁﬁ@%émfkﬁ@@éjﬂ

[FE AT 23 ez 3 2 1% R [ L2 IR SR B £ 2 HE
WFTBERNSHZ L) #RT LRI N
25, SHIZ THEEHF A7 X verification
task IZBWTR SN2 K REROEBALME ) <

TRIFREEN LY I<HESNZZ L] D
I, TIRZRBAGR 2 B WIR0 IR O Al & 12 B 0



AENRRTVWI L] bHEETE B,
D. KRRHBOMEE —2 S>OLH—

77 A NERIZE T B RRBEF ORI
I%. integration & inference &\V9H 225D
ALVEEASBAMET 5, integration [XATEFRSL D
LAV TR EHRE L, 727 A M OB
SROMfEREA) 72 D linguistic markers 23F
FTRARIZHE > THBMZ A OMT T 208 ThH

TR BT B pattern—matching process

BH ZEAT AL TEA I TWS, —
¥ inference IFHE&RY, HIRMELRTH D A
VHENVET IO LYV TITDIL, BiATORE
A FNFRAZ IS WD TSR R R BER 2 AL
THHETH D, FtAHFTH problem solver &
L CHEMMIZT 7 A M@z nds 7 et
AR AN CHER SN TE T,

W OME Y T 7 2 BRI EER
D3, HFIT Eﬁﬁ%ﬂ%@ﬁﬁ%ﬂt«ﬁ((ﬂf% "
Ti@%é/bﬂ’]i%%%%%ﬁ"ét Zix. 77
A NG EI2TE®E O fi%@%%i@?‘
Belia "775\3?)2}% . integration ZFWT#
NOZENREOICFIHT DL ERmATFITE
STHEEEZLND,

E. B
B 5]‘:%@::}81/\“(—%5@@3?)6?72 A
ROLDNRREREET D012, KRR
OHWEDFFICEHE TH D08, EIZIK}\ EFL %78
FIXE R ICED L 5| .%E”?JH‘@?E
BEIT->TWND D, AL TIE. RREFRD
fﬁ?ﬁ%L \ZB830 2 BLK DE S Z DO HEE 12
ETREL | BROBRMOZ A T OEND
69%%zél%%%ﬁﬁﬁ@aw%%%
T 57 DDEREIToT,
FERFRE © Group (FEfEREZ]) . Direction ([Al
RBREMERT DIERDOD72N D O &M
forward F 721% backward) . Markers ([X5%B4
2% 79 % linguistic markers DAFHE)
w9EI#E$AHm%ﬂ%H K BHL
p}uﬁ%q:‘@l%&ﬁ%?ﬁﬁ L Btk
WK R BARR & 9 sx il D Type (e FE 71
IRD) 56 5 N 2 5 REBRAME DR
DiENERETZ &,
EBRTFIE A KRR 1A 68 £ & EBRxg
L. L v TOEIC @ Reading Section fi
RATHADNWT, BRI BN ENLRE 33 4.
TALEE 35 AT, BEEICHR L, RERE
?ﬁn%%fj_’\t%ﬁﬁgl IBWTHER S
12 T DOFSRET A N (NWAERAERE - K RBIMR
DORfRAZ SR &Ik L7,
FESR  REBRNS, R E o7 HAAN EFL
FEFX, RRBROEIRRE /) 23 S IRART -
IR T D I//\/lx L EFE | Flalk A
WCHRET D20 EE INDHI1FE ERMIZ
REBMR Z B L TidW o2 2 & 3
LI oTe, TOT LD, BEIZBWT

RELBER 2 & i BB O ENEE TH
HHb00, FOREETENLEERT DM

WZOWTIE, MADBMIZL > TERDZ L&
PHEER T 5, SRIOEBRTITFHAIIEHEL T

f%*}”a'ﬁ&?af%ﬁzﬁﬁlot_&75‘15\ AT
#@ﬁkvﬁwzb%uhfwﬁﬂ_&ﬁ%z
bihd, £, ZOFERTIE FRl=RiE

DOFFZEZIC DERINARE) 252722 &fﬂ%

MELIR A ~ DA B FEHNRR AT
Tl EHBETHIEITTERY,

X BT, HAFNHFHRMEIC cause — result
DA & TRIRBEFRAE TR 5 & RS 2 0F
TNHHIZHEDL BT, RIERR CTITIRRER
DOEBITKTT DFBEHRDOO2N D O XD
BIIBH LN oT, LA, 77 AR
markers M HIVX. FAEBEI D E W FEA T
FNO E B ETICHR A L CREEGRE
LD EKHETDIZEN IR ZTZ, ZDZ
END, BAFIET 7 A FEOTFRODRN
DETRTHEV G, te L AEHRE ORI
BRERTTFEIVERLEDOHA2ET D
kﬁ%%?%éobmbzmﬁmowf%\
KR BRI ED result (2% 5 cause %[
IROBTHHTZZ ENFERICHEEL-
AR LH D Enn, A%, T result
O ORES T2 LR H 5,

%ﬁﬁl . T 7 A FHIZ markers DR WS
\ZIE, BREE ) OB WEEAT IRV A FED
.%E@f—?ﬂﬂﬁf@% e LA/NE L 7 B 1{H
238 - 72, Aﬁ@%éfﬁkam\%
X FNFATOEM A E L 72D |2 markers 73
Hz2zoNTWAZ La2EBETHE. Imarkers
Z BRI RBNCRIA TE 2008 95 8
FRAE NI EE LT ERDO 1 -2THD
ZEREMT BT,

F. EFL %ifRBE BT 2 ER

RIS TEEZL L 72 Sanders et al (1992,
1993) 12X 27 7 A MEHM D coherence
relations @ % A 7 R4 FH X, Knott &
Sanders (1998) (Z % coherence relations
T U A NRBEHEE LGSR T D8RR
D53FEIL. T 2L 5 coherence relations M4
A T DENCERREA O H N GfREDOT o
xhﬁ%imﬁz_%@%&i¢ L aH
MR L LTV b,

T AT 7 A MNERBD, TN ORICH
% coherence relations @5/1’700)5321/\&&;
S TN DREFDEN L2 0 | FED
MEXYZ7IZBWTHASINIESWNR
IR T EDERA RFEATHIZE N B B 2 &
NTW5B, FRIZHES W T Sanders et al.
(1992, 1993) 1. coherence relations %
causal relations & additive relations (Z
KB4 5 Z & % coherence relations D ¥ A
7)”3” YO R DOBEFHAE ST TV D, D

BRI W THAFRIR, LT 7 X M



EOHREER L, [HFRICHOEEREREZ S
> causal relations ZTFHILZRN LT 7 A
kN ZEiAtEL, DT 7 A MEERFIZ causal
relations W R H I N2 WA/ I D &
additive relations 2K 22720 & ¥|Wrd
%, ZOHET Y AL, HHEFERT I A
MEERENZAT S 250 causal relations % .
M=oz, 727 A NNEICBT 5 BEH MGk
0 EERERIBICFIA L CHEBRIICE X 20T
HTELEHEENRTND,

THBHDZ E D FFLBREE T D472 595
fE—fEIZB N TT 7 A PHRFICOWNTD—
BHOH D LIRS EMET D7D, BiA
FIL causal relations ZEUIZIEIET 55
BEITIORBEN I DN ZD, Thbb, 7
7 A MIAPDOHRENBRSNTWND Y
B, TN cause THIVXHEIZ result i
T &%, FIEKFIT result THIIEHEIZ
cause DX HLNDZ L ETFRILARN LTV
A N ERAHET ML ENH D, £ coherence
relations DX A FIIIEA R DONRHH Z
EIND, BEATFENENOEA DX A T DR
ETCEWRPICER LN S, B TAHET S
77 2 MERM OBROR 2RI D DI,
RHAR DR EL D T&E D, TDd, it
Iz BN TIH R D coherence relations %
WENCHE L, DIIRGO— B LR T&
BHINE 9 X, causal relations & 1E L <
WrcxdmhErmckdreEZOND,

F RN T 7 A MEMRICRIETE
BN OWTIL, AT ORE RS —F LT
RVMAlE S D, T DTSR R S &
B, EaEAREENDHZLITLH- T, £
5MBATRT S coherence relations TOARN
57 7 A NBEROFAREMPELS 72D 2 &

B IEDFBALER T 205813 L, L,

Bt A Dtk DB ~DOBIZOW T, JE
H &N 7=, coherence relations
R 2 Mok & & 2P 7w gE s
Ol HRT DR mbHE SN TND),
Pefgisa T DRtk DA ~D B L, fRiE ¥
AT HHZDEAIVTICHEEIND &
HEERCx 5, BT E T N IR EN
WCHIVIAENTZE LTYH, N6 NEHGFE
FTHREFEEINDINE D DITETEHL NS
FLTUNZ2 U, coherence relations (27> TC
A BE ST, LIRS —EMEE R
HEWS Tt AR, FEfiEFIZ on-1line TIT
DIDDMNE DM, BHDWITFEERIZ of f-1line
TITONDDMNE I NTLY ., s ho
BoOREILELTHEEZOND, B S
ECTOEMFEEAEIT RICHFEOLD X
DhSNWEHERISNTEY, ZOREEBET
% L. EFL FRISEICB TR, T2 %
N OB RLRE A A BEAPICFIH L CERO
BIER DT 21T 5 HREOEGNEEIZ /R D,
o kolc, 727 A FH D coherence

relations RCEEHGEFEMI DA T 238HE
BTERT A NS TOSEICBIT A A
&, EFL SefitE 810" 2 52 5 b D Th D,
coherence relations DX A FHIMEEIT 9
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