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DIRRRBEEF I FGR SR OEETHIE, FRAIL )RS RERFEESF T H6) 05505
L E R A BRI EAE I S AR B L FEE EAAA M) R E TR RREKTE A e
BRI RS RELEE T, R R R I AL AR 5 ), At R —F IR T AR R AT
(F£) BB T HIET RN BIER ML 2 EN KT 5 R Fe K E KB BT ERN BT,

[ 47 (P ERERANFRTLR); 2i5E S 448 TEMS 03X

[1EHE RN ] 24845, = X5 AT, = X NEE 5 1%, E-mail : ddzhounj@nju.edu.cn(#7% 210023) .,

[ AL ] SRE) (T 91),2023.6.829 ~ 840

1L.51%

H 8 DA PR IR I BE S B RE A A R BT R JiE P B RO AG 25 2E IR RE I 12 07 L) K 5
RO BB TESR L T BN (Gu & Hsieh 2019), LMEWMFIEH TS5 1915 5 e ) ISR s0E SR [, i
5 B B A 248 P2 4547 DU F (U0 Brown et al. 2005 ; >4 7575 2008) , % 45 MR HEFE bR A3 A SR 7 XA
Gi—, A A ZE SR O T, H 2B 5 ORI bk 53 2% 2] 2 43 R i B ZK 7 (U Crosthwaite & Raquel
2019), PIURLEE B, ME LA 7R A SR 7K P27 2 35 19 25 S MERAAE o 8 Tl AR T (R 3R8) h 3T 1 i 1 5 R AIE
FSREE L X4 Ll PO I (T PR TEM4 1) 28 2R R A T 404, 1 R 3R 2 2] 4 LR X )
PEARIE SR HEAE T 48— B2 R AR H0A , [RT Jy Ci ) A0 T AR v R S IE AN O AR 4 B B R TRy BT
5 HE R SRR

2. XHRERIR

2.1 wiE R oA AT

PEAFAR  BOR AR 2 R SER A R I L T2 20 5 S BRR B 0T 7 A58 X A3 AN RIKOE i 2]
(O EEARE o ARHEXT A RE ) AT AR, ISR RARRT LA R 2, — 2R IE T RGMAIR 290k
FE FHEARRIE , 200 SO S A Rl GRS (NS SR (A0 Sato 20125 EAEAE2018), RFEERE LT
E T EARI R IERE bR o T 2R S B E BURPIE R BORAAE P AN J2 1, 1035 1 B 75 o 1 R AR L
FHAE bR AL 455 2R B R R T G M A R 38 S5 B FR B A I R DAL, (0 45 B R 1 25
(Isaacs & Trofimovich 2012), JiAIMARHIE 3 ZARIAE 2 BE M (speed fluency) . T F] (breakdown fluency)
FMEE LR A (repair fluency) = /7 T (Bosker et al. 2013). TalJL R ARAE 322 LATE 7 B2 6 B9 HErf AR 22
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MM RAE . PIZEAERE 09 FRAE 2005 I 101 15 7 Hh B0 R DT Bt B 2 848 1Sk ™ 9 28 v o 5 1 DGR
SBOMN 2500 F 5 BE 4 5 8 0 B A B R HERR 1 | P9 25 9 A DG B2 45 (Brown et al. 2005), 55 — 245 UM
T ELABE A T 0 3R AR AR I AR B R T A MY, SR e 2 (A SR A 2 L R R I R X =S R (i
Révész et al. 2014),

A FFFEAEARTE 0 DO AR T EAE ARG 25 FL RIS B A A JIT 00 R b3 FEAR [ 48 P R AR X 25 A 1 11
BRI TARTE ST (U Brown et al. 2005; 47577 2008), = i — TS HELL , S [RI 280 5 5 2 = )
otk Ak, DU RIS ARG $i 44 D51 27 2T 25 43 S i IR ZKSF- (A Crosthwaite & Raquel 2019), FURLEEEEAIT, #EL
B R RHARIKOT-2% 2 #1128 S PERAIE , JEuk Ry BB R AN S XHER 7R . BRI, A S — bR S
HETR X 13 DX PR 22 T 5 A AR R 7347

22 wiEiEE R B IESATAER

(RIS T H NSNS MK A 5 e BeFE3R  ESUER S i ml AR T DiESEBRAE ) S5 9t
W& Ha 55 2020), I ETEECF ST T 2% 0 TR T 485 S (2022)#F— P d T H kR
INTE F IR 3R, 0 DHBTE 5 RHIE S8 7 28 ER M R B O B RO AR RS B . FLA
MBI 1,

F1 OFESHEERIEGERK. £2022:6)
WERRPE | BRI LRGSR RS R 2 AT M R
N i A2 FHHRL ARS8 5 2 R A0 P /N A T A K 1 2 Z P, R 5e bR B b 2 5 el ik
TSR

HERPE | ESHEEAE N AR S R A R

VORI | VRS LE T G T TN SRR

TMAPE | BEATE— R A T IR R RT3 A8 B LA SIS bk H A 9 R

RAEHE (DS NSS4 b A AR RS b sh R A

HAE [ AR R R R R E S R A

AR N DB RAE S L T BAR Y TR T TR bR . ABFSORE LU 3 BT AE AL , 45 3R 1 i
) H O A O ETE SRR . IR AR T R R R R DM ORI B DA AR R
KBRS TEA LR ) WA ARPE R PR B2 X = AR 2 Kot 2B 5 R84 & Uiih
NAEAEBRG Ak B2 B H AR FH ) S Bn SRS S5 (R 42 ¥ 2022) , 2RI T H AR50 miHSAE S5
e 22 225 FE R R UG , 7 B S AR S B R ME LR TR AR P % BV SEREE R 0BT . 6T iR B IE A
ISR TR B 3% M R R AR

IMARFAIE

3.1 BFREA

ABESE B AE B LT P ESE IR0« 1)l 2 ) vh B (v = B B % BEME R0 DO MR B 1Y 111
BT RFIE R, WL REA 5L X A R K M54 2] 57 2)8 ISR K AT 2 > B A DL L DU A4 BE 1) T B4
i AP e 2 57

EI}
P
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32 AR %

AHFFE T RLR H 2 INAEAE TEMA 25 A4 538, TR 25 A2 128 05 i 24 h Sl ik b 28— 3
Oy VESSRARANT A S SR E L B4 5 30 2 35 44 % R L, TR 5% DAL O A, NS T 5 TE T4
it GIRNE =05 A 25 A R R F 34T 5 o B0y S R ALV 43 53 PP, B35 - 2 00 % 2% A kA7
HNHET . B, P BOE S A0 B H B 2% A i s UG 57 R B 5 R G674
R

HPRAEREAARIRAE , A SR 43 2 BEUIRE 8 7 125, A EH P BEL I UGE SR TS R G A
RS AREAR S 30403, 43R B ACTAL s KA PR RMIK P4 . R 07 2250 B R BRI 4
Tt MY LH I A 25 5 8.3 (F(3,116)=2197.322, p < .001,7°=0.983), Bonferroni 35 J5 646 3 B , FHAT 20 591 A9 2
S 1 2 5 (p < .001),

3.3 AP T A

TEM4 PR & SR HCR RIS PG FISCIR =055, BT 55 % A 2 e SCili A T8 A slosiRk |
HH I B R ME L 58 A A B LT 35 A s T SCIRAT 55 0 P 44 25 A6 IS TR0 , 7™ I S AR Sk i M LAHEA T
TFIMEREAE R o007 o PRI AR SR A 26 B P X — 155 LR Seir A i oe ikt . AT 55 Rk 25 A Sk
FA NGRS — 45 G AT 1 S 3R, 3 0Bl 45, 3 /08

3.4 FFRitAE

W H K 120 2 % A4 S A TS SR 5 INHERRE = 8 28 SN0 32 DU A 2 8 67 T 2 i e o
HAYEEE R HARTE BAASSTR AgnhS TR IR 51k 2,

RSP R o R RRNC TR R TR D/ Vo) LR AR R I, BAHE IR TE BFSU qualitative coder EFT A
THhRE . B TEARS BIRE TR 2021) AbRiE AL & A N o AR AR AR AR
FAEPA TGS ISR 2B Crosthwaite & Raquel(2019)0 4w iR 2 , 40 & Sial i AR5 350 |
APIREER IR SRR R B R S

B BEFIE B 3 Coh—Metrix 43T, Coh—Metrix 8 I IR ) 125 L 18 S5 1 B A3 BT SCAS (19 32 )2 1
B2 FRAE (R0 28 452 2013) Hobam I 0 A B8 m) vk & 2% B2 ANk s S0 v 0 i) B e 17 3L /) v
SO B, IR A R AR . DR R AR U] DA AR AT 4 L R RTE 1 SC =05 TR 43 AT (McNamara
et al. 2014),

TR Pl S0 R L o TS R e s R R = AR o R R A R R R R A ROR L T
De Jong & Wembe(2009)%i 5 ) Praat F2 /¥ 4T H 8704 o MBS RAPERTHE R T A T34, 78 BFSU quali-
tative coder HIFRTF H 5 AE I BERR A FRAGIEA TR

T3AN XS TR R RN TR A R AR R A FRAB TEAT ik U TR AR B AR A ST
T 53— 24 N & 2 A AT T RS ARE  FRTE BT T T RN T AR & e — B AR 56 i B R AR T
FA3 & 5 BAEAS LY 10-25%(0” Connor & Joffe 2020), % 1 31 M5 A M1 7 B ZH(Martinkova 2013), K42
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THIRTERLE , AT B AR LU BB 30% (3L 40 4y, B AERAS 1049) 0 W& R /R AR Tl i) — 2k
ZH(Cohen’s Kappa) 1 0.84, B = {5 R o FIAREE th 56 —VE# I AR
F2 OIFBESHESIIESR

W RE HRTE Jfis T EL E i
PEIE A BTE GETE L SGRE B A VBB AR VAL
- umﬁi\\ JLI:I 1‘#1)*] ﬂ{%l )ik e t HHJ"’] %ze/l n)
SRR S B A A T TR VRNCIE R TR VAT L
VRN 2R
T ZREE D

PR LRI 2 U
4 B L S
VAR

g [PEABRAL SRR T AR £ A

[=Y5S —Metrix

/N 4 B 2P e 4 R T i
BT AT A L

VOESCEEE
< AHEB T35 SURHRLEE T 145
< I )T SCRBLRE S
<) [ A5 B 3 S-S AR (L
vV fE Rkt
3 K A T = I = N 1 < 3
VR E R
Coh—Metrix VAR UM
A 18 SRR
AT ) 5 SRR EE P78
<) (B A5 BT SOFS AR
VO A
RSN NN
VA
HELIRTEEE T GBI SFETTHI | Praat (BT | - RO ICT S EEL A TSR

EESAGTEAE N AL A BUE R %
BPEEGE T,

B
i
=3

“KIE
AL e AT | - THTS K
VSR
R RO
GRS IR
4.TARER

4.1 B REKFHEES ST H0 055 T HAE

FEXTBFGE ) 1, A B G X T BE AN ARAE DL R ACOE S ) AR s AT T R R 5 225001, 5 R R (L3R 3),
AR KO B i 27 ) B AT AR/ V] FE(F(3,116)=19.08,, p < .001 , 1°=0.157%*) 1B 1EJH T4 R/
AIL(F(3,116)=7.371,p <.001,%°=0.331%**) {ili ZFEME Dl i (F3, 116)=4.167 ,p < .01,7°=0.097**) T3 4+
T SCALBE -2 850(F (3, 116)=3.594,p < .05,77°=0.085*) P25 17K (F(3, 116)=9.245, p < .001 ,°=0.19%*%) £f53
BRSIREL(F (3, 116)=3.568 ,p < .05, 1°=0.084%) I 4340 8 & R EU(F (3, 116)=3.688 ,p < .05, 1°=0.087%) 354545 I
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FAAE R 22 . X EERER A IR T DB 5 AR E R P I MR P ORI TR MR T B Er B VR ) F
JEE (RN B B 1 SO BT B8 R R B = ORI B 3% UMk — 2 BT AR AR B

WeBatE B DEAKT MR T, 2 A e i S R RN e R Tk s, BT RKT 4l
B S B HERR M 0 T B E AR T P IRAKSP4L, {H= )5 Bonferroni #6452 , W3 JC . 35 25 5+ (p=11).

FEE HARTE R BB DA iR S R T 3 SO R R A ) SO bR S e, 1 X
N, NAE E (McNamara et al. 2014), BRAKAK-ZLAN , AL 738 K SP-8 , 178 SCRIRUEE BRAIG, B PY
B,

WHIEE 3581 K J2 R TR B AR (BB, TR BRIK (Bosker et al. 2013), 57K F- 5B fE AR bR
DA B eSS a2 T O VS S 3 N e S T s R Rl =17 O e P 52 R R T8/ @ N
F R8sy , Ao b i S @ A2 IR D T8 KP4 B EUR #F  TE-F HC o
Ko TERIM SR BRKAKT- AL, A5 20 MK P imy , B A5 U IR

4.2 ZABARKF 18] o K b4 AE

FEXSRIFSE AN 2 , AR ST R AE ROV 1T 5 R AEFEAT 1 55 PR oA, DAERSE X A AHAR K- 2%
AT T RRAE . T 0 3 BT AR A K ST 18] (4 X 4 S A5 808 i m? i Cohen's d, LA B HE p < .05,
p<.01 Flp<.001 =A7KF b5 M (AR TE) o 455 o, BRI 35 2 oAl 1k B X0 45 /K7 1 1
2] FAL HABTE TR AR UM R 8 KT 1927 ) B XA B o R KO R i KT 2 S B TR B R4y
B IR B (p < .01, d=2.09%*) T A7 /) £ 1 SCRRUEE 350 (p < .05, d=0.53*) Flia) I Z2 A0 D 3 (p < .05,
d=0.69%) I AFFE R 3522 5 o PR KRN IRK 24 2 AR 35 5 K (p < .001, d=0.90%) F1 gy 1] I X Ji
(p <.05,d=0.53%) |22 5 W3 . P IR/K S AR T 200 X3 PR 1 3 R R 38 3 8 PR TS A8 /i) He (p < 01,
d=0.82%%) ~P-IJ RS BIME IE R EL (p < .05, d=0.62%) & 73 PHF IR £ (p < .05, d=0.61%) FIAH < 1) 18 70 B &
I8 < .05,d=0.51%),

5.1%18

ASHIFFE R IR IX G5 AN R OF- S 127 2] 35 1 T 5 R A - I TR e i v o i PR 1 )T 2 A
PE 18 SO BERNRURIE A4 SR 1 R A e (2022) g HEAY 1 TR IR F AR R, V5 M T DS S TERRPE
F R R L [ SMEARRIE AR, X AT AR TEM4 FHAIP bR 118 8 A 06, b R &%
B SRR UL, PR B8 P — R E AP S A R B, 55— T RE MY R R AR AL T ik
13k 77 H 4 T, A 20 B N HL (Martinkova 2013) , 1] Coh—metrix 334 B3P AT 35 2 2 L T X FRffrde |
T S S R HEAR] 18 234 , 0 4 T B T A B AN I LI G o AnAR 2225 A 3 BEAE T “and” | “so” 45 X0 1
i 3 B TC S B DTRR 4 FE 45 7E Coh—metrix AL 2B FAE I IE TTIE R IE mI48HR . 1A, Coh—metrix X B A5
FET-BL (1N “With that being said,...” , “Instead of scolding me for doing that, ...” )& 5387 i A 2, 3t 23 52 20 A
4R,

TR AHRRIK 27 2 5 B R BUHEAT RS L, FATT R I, IF AR R AERT T A7 K- 0925 A0 AT X 7
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R3 BEFEFTRABBKFEILER
BT GLSE KT HE KT
VS. VS. VS.
A i A | gk | wiekT | KT
7 Cohen’s d
— RO IR VL 0.157%%* 0.42 0.42 0.82%*
TNCIEE oA/ M) L 0.331 % 1.24%% 0.55% 0.63*
TAC 2R Dl i 0.0977* 0.69* 0.13 0.32
PR B 0.050 0.42 0.36 0.13
TR A SESSCESYE 0.038 0.45 0.04 0.23
LA d 0.024 0.33 0.03 0.15
Bhin) - 0.047 0.01 0.53% 0.02
FEE F BRI T TR R A 0.022 0.19 0.20 0.33
AEERE | ARG )T B 0.026 0.01 0.05 0.01
AR AR B (e 0.021 0.08 0.28 0.37
AR F18 SURMELEE 24154 0.042 0.15 0.17 0.23
EXFEEE  |PTA R E ORI 4% 0.085% 0.53* 0.31 0.01
A [ELHT TH AR B SO SA A LU 0.005 0.14 0.09 0.16
AH&R/A) 44 1) L S T AR 0.022 0.06 0.37 0.09
TRPRIEH2 AHAR A FiE TOE & T 24K 0.055 0.52 0.13 0.51*
AR iRl A R 0.015 0.01 0.16 0.13
M FHARA] T SCARLEE SF- 348 0.042 0.15 0.17 0.23
WHESUTHT | A ) SRR T 28K 0.085* 0.53* 0.31 0.01
A [RIHT IR B S-SR (L 0.005 0.14 0.09 0.16
18] T ) R A 0.011 0.04 0.17 0.06
BWERAYE | TEETR 0.19%5% 0.02 0.905 0.23
. - ’éé}%if%fﬁﬁ‘&fiﬁc 0.084 0.63 0.21 0.61*
TR SEREIRRHS 0.009 0.04 0.17 0.01
P ?ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂl@ﬁﬁﬁz 0.087* 2.09% 0.23 0.21%
AL RSB E UL 0.053 0.20 0.38 0.62*

T #p < .05, %%p < 01, %% < 001,
DL SRR IE R BRI TR 2k HE A R B DX 4325 A KO- D152 > 3541, AR IR A8 DX 434 2 KT 1 2% >
o XRUIFAE HIEACERIETE, DR MREI A 2 AN KA (Gu et al. 2019).

TR TR A M R DR ARE DM R AR A S22 20 3 o A AR P XK P R e AR K-
YEiE R S F X e ARG E A5 2HIESE (Higgs & Clifford 1982), {H 3% — 45 AE A5 HA AR AT 7K - 18] JC . 3%
255 IFRAMRIITAAE . AIRFEILIE A, 2B 2D X HA A 7K 78 A S i i AT T 00T, R IR B TR =
HKPERTE 1R B B VR HER PR Y X A3 DB R AR, R T IR TE R 13 SR 25 SRR . XTI R I B
25 AR I TRAKOE A IR K P2 2 X — 45 0l i — 2 0 T A KO8 2R S R B PR T e AE T, AH
BTRACT 2 3 A RoK P27 20 3 2 A T A 7 B S AT 12 B (U0 “however” | “ultimately 45l 7]k
SEBA R E] 1 5T, 3K SE A B B Coh—metrix BRICHIETUIERHIE . BEB I F/KFIO3TE, BR T WA T-B 8%
1R 7KOF 1R 2 ) 2 25 0 — S B A4 T BORER T 11 Sk F63R 0 A BRI BEME , SR MT X S R 4 - BEA BE
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fRAF 9 Coh—Metrix PR3

PRRE S AN IR ) b SCREARE X A3 AR KT R 2K P2 2 35 o AR P25 > 587 18 3t A 1P e
T PR KT X AT RE R FiX — KO AR TR IR | IR PR AL, R I S T UK R
WO B BRI LA AS 15 7 A #E4 T (Ahmadian & Tavakoli 2011), Zhia i b SCRE Rz e T 3hia) 19 BARFLRE
EBK , 2y Al BB (Crossley et al. 2009), AWF5E KB, & 2% > & H KV b ARZK P A 8 K2, Al AT T4
I - FH BT AR SRS B0 ) SRR A T 1 Sk ik . X451 5 eRTIRT i AR B < B 1 S KT T 2 )
FA ) T PR A4 3R R 3R (Eguchi & Kyle 2020)iX —45 M1 47 . X T B 51 S5 49104 ¢, AHIFSY
PEPRIATE 5 SR BR 5 AE D SRR [ B —BeZe 7, v /K P2 20 4038 6 fiis PR RS 09 23R 1E Al SR T
BUR TR F-# HRE A BRAVIE k3R

B AN 1 S B BRI 2 R 2 DX v s KT i K2 2 35 1 R 5 R AE , =AM AR b
FEACHERTHITE T, FEBERAINE L, KoV 20 3 235 it 01 2 00 8 2 a8 1F L™ 3 & Z RIERf 1
A BB KT HE— 204, DR B mT DL 52 B e B2 S5 R (R B TH (8 P89 4 2017), X — B Be#
AJH ARMBE IR SRAR, 16 CER R T NAE R, SR E S T kordl, X RN g
(10 5 BE R MR X AN K2 ) 3R (0 22 AR AE . FEIRNE 2 REE 1, B AFSE & I8 bR e A 4K
TN 12 ] 5 7K (Crossley et al. 2009) , ANBFFEHE— AR IZAFAEZ i KA B 7K P27 2] 3 SRy
HEARR

ARHEFE R FA AR BEUN T IR < 55— 78 LHEHE R R R K2 2 3 0 RE L, ol LR 2 301 1
it 0% T e KO SRS 2 R AR TR PR 9 R L 255 B B RIT T3 IR i o9 25 T
A G T Sk R T e — o BFXF IR 19 2 2 3, RGN 1 Sk 7 e AR DU TR IR A B ik e
JE o XFPARAKOEAE 2 3 B 22 DG B & Er IR, 95 SR AR . 5 PP AR v A H AR 1 1
Xt FRe T ) 18 RE I H A 03 5 RE b R 55 T X PR AR AR O AR . B0, TEM4 T AT S8
A A R R A T B AL B 1 Sk FRR AR B 2 R RN R 7 AR T SRR DGR I . S =L (RRR T
o /S [V 28 B 1) VTR 5 RFIE 2 80 AT s HE— 25 AR AN IR BE T G000 (9 17 2 35 11 26 S PR RFAE L AT R[]
B R RE ) PR THR LR BRI 25

SELARBIE LI, TRATHE— A0k T 3875 46 (2022) M HE 10 IETE SRR IE 38, ™ 0 1 4% 48 AR AR /K-
A P2 SRR (LR BTk 4).

FEE T TR HERR T T, WA B P IOKOF  ACESR TE R B iR . AR b BRI
B SRS R B TEME BV AR TPRAKCT B KOV 2 2] B T ST R T AR X AN SR
ANTEIE B AL G e ) B P 2 S PR R 1 AN AT AT AR HE— B 5E . ZENIR IR ERRPE T, /K- i
K AR AT REW DT A5 . IR KT B miKoF AE TR R S SR 4 T IE R i = 208 X
TACRE LA . B, — S K OE % AR 7E “My ruler was very old and ugly, with some scratches on it.” 1) 7 H
IEAf IS A R TR AR BRI @ 7K B w7k BR DA RE TR, I — A5 T 1 R ) v R A
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x4 BHEMKFERIEFIEXSMERHE

T KT A kT sk T
AT R B
| BEEEAESNTE - T E RS M%ﬁ%ﬂ"ﬁ]ﬁﬁﬂﬁ; T
wERtE  |GEEBAMEARRIER T GEk | B TR —
YR JIE S R
R TR RS TR S =
oy | VPRI G i 1 AR BRSPS, T35, WAL
AR 1Sk 25k RE:: ik
A R B ER R
SAebE | REMUTEERLBUESA T A | R SRR T i Ejﬁ

[
b

e AR AR S B R T B eSS & BRI AT B FPERE R

SRS, WAAUEE W 8 36 2z 1152 2 B2 R nyih & 320K B, — 2 8 AKCEH A ] “cast a
glance towards” SRR ERA T B8 T —IR "X —3hff.

FEFANEE L, WA 2 A ERACF , UK BETE AL A 5= 1 ) 155 T 276 1l TRT L P 10 S 3 328 OG5 A i 2
K)o MHERZK -2 b K W TR 20K, ZE0T R B AR, TRl N A B0 FE S BE T 2R T I s 7K R 3
1R KT e — 2 R A TREAE B A PEAME S A B RIS T, HL Sk 3R i A A 25 e e M4

TER ZME b RHEAR22 ) B AR PR ZOR , SRR A TRERS L A it S B b A 1 Sk ik
KB v g K- SRl R v By 3 81— 2 1) Z2 M (diversity) , B4 ) SCRIIAIE ) AR AR Ak, B KA g 4]
A A . s A B K F , AL & 2R, 18 8 S 52 24P (sophistication) , B 45 (I B /K 207 B vy
(more informative) )25 SR ZAMBEE Tk B IET U4

FEZEGIVE L WARIKF 2 AP IR (CESRBE G IR 500 W PR T B, X T AP Iok-F RA_E i3~
LB T WA T B IS EREAS A — LR R 1 T BORIR T 1 Sk RIK i 2 BRI AN IE B

6. 4515

AWFFELICRR) NS I, 8 04T TEM4 FHAEI R R IE A 55 h 25 A B3 B, R 5T 1 X3 A R g 9 i
) B IR TEF R . P ABL: 1) KO AR S22 2 3 1 A 5 R R & ik e R v
F R TR GRIC 2R R SRR AR A . X AR 5 () T 55 1 B SRR AR A 5 (HA
[) 7K S ) e 1 25 ) 3B A BRI — 1 An LRI BL I 22 5 o 2) AN R) T 5 R AR X AN ) 2K P 9 R BLAY X
I RESEAFAE 22 5, BRI TE R MERR R RE DX 2045 A 95 A S, HABTE 5 R A SO0 e e 7K P 12 ) 3 B
X

ASBIEGE R T T AR ERY FE DX PERAE AT 4R A T — 7 1 S, WP 45 SR JR & TR0 1 E
FIXE A, DL () AR S R R R R SE R A R S 5N H . T 248 i, AT R
T RFEAEBERTT 1M 5 L R B DX PR RAE , RIS BN YRS . AR TR iU R AN Rl e 1
F e BRI TR 5 A TR AT (Sato 2012), ARAMFTE 0T LAZE G185 0T IS BT T B4R %
A PR R B N A X PR .
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Analyzing the Distinguishing Language Features of Chinese

EFL Learners” Oral Expression
Wang Tingting Zhou Dandan

Abstract: Language features of oral expression are the converged embodiment of linguistic, discourse and pragmatic
knowledge. With reference to the China’s Standards of English Language Ability (CSE), this study examined 120 test takers”
performances across four proficiency levels in TEM4~-Oral (Test for English Majors Band 4 Oral Test), aiming to delineate
the distinguishing language features of Chinese EFL learners” oral expression. Results indicated that:(1)seven features,
namely lexical and grammatical accuracy, pronunciation and intonation accuracy, lexical diversity, semantic richness, and
fluency can significantly discriminate L2 learners across levels; and(2)not all features differed between all pairs of adjacent
levels across the proficiency scale. Some features had more differentiating power than others at certain levels. Based on such
findings, suggestions were provided for validation and refinement of CSE’s Language Features Scales of Oral Expression, op-
timization of rating for English speaking assessment, as well as oral English teaching and learning practice in China.
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