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Research on paraphrasing in the discourse of university lectures for the purpose
of students™ comprehension
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This study conducted a detailed analysis of how information from the main
segments (the central content segments) of two Humanities lectures (Lectures G and H) is represented
in summaries, and how information from segments characteristic of lecture discourse is expressed in
summaries, based on "Communicative Units (CU)" (Mayumi Sakuma, 2006, et al.).
I. Regarding the main segments, the analysis of the expression methods in the summaries revealed
certain patterns in how the lectures are understood by the participants.
I1. Concerning the characteristic discourse segments, it was found that there are differences
between Japanese university students and international students. Although the characteristics of
paraphrases at the discourse level became clearer, the attempt to write a paper on this subject was
not successful due to insufficient examination.
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16(33.3%) | 7(30.4%) | 6(46.2%)|  3(25%)
1.1 7(14.6%) |  3(13%) | 2(15.4%)| 2(16.7%)
2 48.3%)| 2(8.7%) 0(0%) | 2(16.7%)
5(10.4%) | 4(17.4%) 0(0%) | 1(8.3%)
2b 12.1%) | 1(4.3%) 0(0%) 0(0%)
3 5(10.4%) | 5(21.7%) 0(0%) 0(0%)
3a 3(6.3%) | 2B8.7%)| 1(7.7%) 0(0%)
13(27.1%) | 10(43.5%) |  1(7.7%) | 2(16.7%)
3.1 48.3%)| 2(8.7%) 0(0%) | 2(16.7%)
3.1a 12.1%) | 1(4.3%) 0(0%) 0(0%)
4 2(4.2%) 00%) | 1(7.7%)| 1(8.3%)
5 12(25%) | 2(8.7%) | 5(38.5%)| 5(41.7%)
48(100%) | 23(100%) | 13(100%) | 12(100%)
1 3 30
HYJ 3 43.5% HYK 1 46.2%
HYJ 4 5
HYK 5
@
G 6.6 —
3
GYJ 6.6 5.
12. 5.
4. 1.
GYK 5. 6.
12. 5. 1.
GYC 2.
2
3
1989
2007 11
16-
18 C  pp.119-147
2015
2014 )






