/ Notes and Discussionl

Readability 8212 &L 2B ZT XX FOFHESHT
Nl BT

1. 18I

ITHMOEBHREICET 2= X0 2T, RLEELOR ) —F 4
PITTHDEDERTH T, (JEK & /DML, 2001) EFSBFOHRILEZLED,
BEEEEOXEA B THO I LR THENOREEIIISNETHY | Bk
LB T P27 E LTEAOEER I FAT 2 b EDA—LREBEDR
DED ., ETBEORERND OFRINER Y, REOTERFAERITHE
KEESH - LFEELBRETHD, V=T 4L S OENERETB-HIC
YU=F o T DA XL 0 2T DONTIREL OWERL S, ZhE
TKRITHERILAT v 7 FuRé by P&y« Futbt R0 o0FF
NMPREESNTER, RrAT v 7« 7O EREETTHFRA FOBREZED/NE
Wh Db, BIBHEENLA, AhbX, XhbRFITITTLENI L O —
T4 TSR ETRICELR S W ETATH D, s, by 7¥o - Fo
TREHAA FPARCHBASNIEEREIL L > TALLDTFHIEZ S - THLLED,
HAED BRICE BRI (R —<) NAEN SN THEERICIEERZ M=
SORFEAEDILDTHEVWIHEBOMLFTHD, LirL, BEZEFALDOL
HHMDOISFEERD LD LD IiL, ‘modified interactive model’ EERE /E
BETNV DY —F 4 TOREZFATHI O L LTRY ANLONBEESMN
£\, (Grabe & Stoller, 2002)

V—F 4 T DA =XBIOWTIEU LD X I RBHRVENTWER, =
DEDBEET N TR EBOEMOT 2 MERICEEL Tk, #EL LT
DY—=F 4T DarFrYBRREBRBEREDDZEFGREBEL RV, U—F
A4 TREH OB ESZIZE LT Nakamura (2000) 1. v v 2FFA0
linearity D& 2 FIZE SN THIEATVO., 2TV EAFABERELETH
LHEFERLTND, arTF YR —F 4 TOBERERL N IEA, 2
T Ty & THEE 0o o>OflE~R™EZ LD, FEHIZ



STRE Y Z BB THEE I I, FEOEMICEHELTVDINE I DT
BHAHM, RSN EBERICRMICEET 2 DI Z THEOFEEC
ERSEMEEOT XA PRI L PEN THDHEEX LD, EBIED
ECIE. B3R Nakamura (2000) TY —F 4 7 Oh 5 —oDOMER L L
THF b [AF0) (CHEET B, Pk LV OFEEICESEOE
FX2 PEFEFETCHLEBEOE—T 4 X~ a VL TR, BHEHOR LI
EoRRBbR, BWYRa TV EEIRARINE, BEOLIIT Iy L
S ENEICET RO THD Z ERBELRD,

XC, EXTFXR RS EOENSEREIGHE TH D028 D e iin
HEIC, TNETEFEIEDN TELBEL LTV — VT —2b5, ¥
BEOEE Y LT, Dale-Chall, Flesch Reading Ease. Flesch Grade Level,
Fry Graph. FORCAST %, ZhETIEL DI —F LI T 4 — PR X
nNTEE, RBECENRORLSD Y — AL LRSI 5T %A
A REENLEDRTERY—F VT o —fEE L HLJBESNHEE
EHRESTHITL, TORREENODTHA NOKRERBHEILBITOMNE
SIFITOWTHT 5,

2. EDQY—FEY T 14—

Y—F Y5 o —iEE12., LT L& DI Flesch Reading Ease Score,
Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level, Dale-Chall Z%FAIZ Z 1V E TIZER4 R b DR
BINTE, BHb—BHREELD 7 r20lLs (—XHhOFEHD
FH) & 2) BOMLILW) ZONEREERLY—FEY T —BEESN
TWBN, BOHEL SOV TE—BROY 7 7 AVEDFEY (Flesch Reading
Ease Score %) X » THETHHRE, TK<HMBONTWEHEGRFE) OV
A MBS LEbETELSEOEEICE » TET 55 (Dale-Chall ) 28
HAH, LT, BiFO/RFHLHE L LT Flesch Reading Ease Score &
Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level Score %, #%# ™ & L T Dale-Chall D8Iz
WCEME AT 5,



2.1 Flesch Reading Ease Score

Flesch Reading Ease Score i3 Flesch (1948) TRE&S NV —F Y F 4
—OEET, HERIROL I b0 TH S,

RE = 206.835 — (1.015 x ASL) — (84.6 x ASW)

RE = Readability Ease

ASL = Average Sentence Length (RFEH % XLEOK TE - LD 1 —XTD

JHIFESR

ASW = Average number of syllables per word (—EED L 5 7 A 3%)
BHESND2 V=Y 7 —HEHIL 025 100 D TREN, A2 T70OEVH
DIFETHRRAMBGLWI LERLTNWS, THY ZKED Txreadability ®
=L R=DIZ LD &, —MRAYIT 30 AT IRIEEICHENEL, 107 A YD
D89 FAED LI, Bl 4 BEETOHFEZT TOHUE, 227 7 100
BEDTFHA NONELXEMBTLIBERTERLELZLNS,

2.2  Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level Score

Z ® Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level Score I% 2.1 Tili~</= Flesch Reading
Ease Score HEE 4 WER L., S EMBROR a7 ESETRT I LIZL - THED
BCEMOMBELHE LT VIS LELOTH D, o THHEBEREIC
LoTELNAZ ENEL, ZORa 7RI OFHERITLUTOEY Th 3B,

Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level Score = (.39 x ASL) + (11.8 x ASW) - 15.59

ASL = Average Sentence Length (5B % XEE O THl-7=b D . —XD

DA e )

ASW = Average number of syllables per word (—3EDEY 5 7 L #)
Flesch Reading Ease Score & Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level Score @ B8 I (G
£, 2009) ITLDEUTORIZL->THREND,



Flesch score i iy B 54E L~UW(FKG equivalent)

90-100 Very easy 544

90-80 Easy 6 4

80-70 Fairly Easy 7EE

70-60 Standard (8-9)

60-50 Fairly Difficult EpE(10-12)

50-30 Difficult k5(13-16)

0 Very Difficult KL (17 and above)

2.3 The New Dale-Chall Readability Formula

Wiz, Dale-Chall FEEIZOWTHE~2M, TAUT LR 2 SORBIE LT8R
VD, BOESTERL, TXFAMEENDIBPESEY A MIEENDINE
PE-THSELEETEFNTH D, FHEOY A MIEELRFELTD
INEERE A SEAE D 80%DEEECE HEE L &1, 1948 IR E SN IAV version
Tl 763 ETh o7, 2D Y A M 1995 FEIBET E ., ZDOFT LV version 13
3000 EX S5 A TW5D, (Readability Revisited: The New Dale-Chall
Readability Formula,) The New Dale-Chall Readability Formula D& B
HTIRTHEY TH D,

Raw Score = 0.1579 * (PDW) + 0.0496 * ASL

Raw Score = Reading Grade of a reader who can comprehend your text at

3rd grade or below.
PDW = Percentage of Difficult Words (#FED/\—& T —7)
ASL = Average Sentence Length in words(fRiE$i% XEDE TEHI -T2 b
D —XOFHFEE)
HER(PDW) DD 5%LL 72 o 7o B A& I3 LU T OFREESLE ¢
Adjusted Score = Raw Score + 3.6365, (&b 727X Adjusted Score =
Raw Score)
Adjusted Score = Reading Grade of a reader who can comprehend your
text at 4th grade or above.

EDWAATPLRBINTFEV N EEIDIZRBUTOREERT 5,



ADJUSTED SCORE GRADE LEVEL

4.9 and Below Grade 4 and Below
5.0t05.9 Grades 5- 6
6.0 to 6.9 Grades 7- 8
7.0t0 7.9 Grades 9 - 10
8.0 to 8.9 Grades 11 - 12
9.0 t0 9.9 Grades 13 - 15 (College)

10 and Above Grades 16 and Above (College Graduate)

3. U=FEYT—EEOEER

PO Y —F Y T 4 —HBEITTOL O OBEARE S LT 5, (B
14,2009 ; HF, 2009) —Dik, BELULTAITEHTESE, BEEE
DEENFEL o TRY, #OEFET BEFL ORFIZERY S Z L 13@E<
IFRNEWI mRH D, ELILICEY (2009 HInEFTOY—FEYT 1
IR L LTOEENEMICIR IO TEY | 2ERENBIZON—EIZ L
BoTW ZEEBRELTWAZ L, BAOIGEHFORRIITES AV
EHEHL TS,

FRELI L OAREHLRMEE LTI, #ROZELL DY —F U T ¢ —§51E
BTFXFRAMEENDXREOES - BE, HAVITHEIHEHED - Bk
Wo R MRER S EICHEEN TR EWI Z 2R D, 1A (2009) X
U— &Y F 4 —DEIEICDOVTRD L D IR~ TN 3,

[BIZT 7 A2 FOREN - BENRFEOLILL T —F T 4 %
HIETL T 3720, 72k 2 iE Agreen boy is a dog and cat in the house of
fire. D& 5 ea < BHE K S 72V 3552 Four king sons had the. @ &
H7RFEXTH, [FHEARTV] O EWHEEICAR S, B, B
HRNEWES HTLBAXES, eI o ECMMREnE
BRI b0, RIEXEL LTI HHICERTELZLOT
HoTh, V—Fv U7 MRS 25,)

IOEIREPBRTH, V-V T+ —0OEER, BEELRVIEES L
THEPEBICERSIZRITAEVWD L0, THRATERTS] L3 —F g
YIDAIZRLERFIZANTORNE WS ERT, ZHAETIIED TR
THBEELEI I ENTEDLEAD, UT, FILLEBEIRTVWAY—FTE



VT —fEE0 5 H, B (2009) OIEF 2y MEF L Graesser, A. C..et
al., (200412 & 5 Co-Metrix &> T, L-ULRnRe? EHR IR I
THATEDOT F A MESHT & EDRBERICDOWVWTEET S,

4. HLW)—T 4 2 JHEE

41 EEOSY FEFLIZEDZU—FEYF 14—
BEZRTEREOY —F VT ¢ —HER, FEFENIIEAD LWV A%
BRI BHEDICEF (2009) HEEEZEEFELVEFFOLOE LTTHA
JEFFLEX, IEFaYy PETAVERE L, THIEERAEBEEEICL
STt TREBTIME & TV —FUF o —0RE PR A EENEN
HHEZELEEEELELOT, REOFFBHEE LR E UTRERINERERDOS
DY —=FEYTF 4 — B, L) EMREESZBIZ LN TEELOT
H%5,

4.2 Coh-Metrix

BROXDOEE VORI RBREZEIIL TV LW kD ) —F LY
T — I AHEEITIS 2 AT T, 2004 EIZIRE I N DO Coh-Metrix
(Graesser, A. C..et al., 2004) T& 5, Graesser, A. C..et al., (2004) 1%
“Readability formulas ignore dozens of language and discourse components
that are theoretically expected to influence comprehension difficulty.”
(p194) Lk~ ROV —F Y F ¢ —IBEDO K E%# 5T Coh-Metrix 23
B3 &i7-, Coh-Metrix {35 % X @ coherence < cohesion, & 5 I[THix 72
REHREEZRPLS G LR ETAa7Z2EEL, BLVOBRLTHRIFEL N
NOBMEFRT, TOBERTEB IO EADAI= AL Fa L Ea—F—(Z
oTﬁﬁM?é_&®T%5V~WT&50Gm%%nAJmeﬂ@%@m
coherence % “a characteristic of the reader’s mental representation of the
text content”. cohesion % “a characteristic of the text” & FEZE L T3, =
NoOWEE ) —F 4 VT ORERBERL LTHHTT D Z &A% Coh-Metrix B
FBOFEERENTHD,

Coh-Metrix BEET DA A TIIRET 62 H D0, T 5L 1. —RAVIEHR.



2U—FEYF 4—, 8. —RERTFFR NEEORER., 4. H0fER. 5. 5
o BB 6. RIREF A, Mo 6 EEICKBEND, UTHREDY X
FCH D, (RBASESWIZER LZ0lE. Coh-Metrix 2.0 TH5,)

1. General identification and reference information
2. Readability indices
a. Flesch Reading Ease: READFRE(index 59)
b. Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level: READFKGL (index 60)
3. General Word and Text Information
3.1 Basiccount G&-:¥BY T VR« RTTTT7OHEE)
3.2 Frequencies (NZEEEOHEE)
3.3 Concreteness
3.4 Hypernymy
4. Syntax Indices
4.1 Constituents
4.2 Pronouns, Types, and Tokens
4.4 Connectives
4.5 Logical Operators
4.6. Sentence syntax similarity
5. Referential and Semantic Indices
5.1 Anaphor
5.2 Coreference
5.3 Latent Semantic Analysis (LSA)
6. Situation model dimensions
6.1 Causal dimension
6.2 Intentional dimension
6.3 Temporal dimension

6.4 Spatial dimension



5. PR RETHIHETHR b

STUELBRRTEZLII, By FEFARLLD ) —FEV T —&
Coh-Metrix [FRRDBANLTREH DN, KDY —F I T 4 —HEOR
SEEAEEE LY —ATHD, ZNLEHESTRBECMATS 4T EOT X
ZPESH L. ZOBREEMROBE LR TIZLICL > THEDY —L D
BHEERAZ LT A, IBTHFA MNIUTORIFREANTZL T, BFEEMN
55 (Science) b AADEEFROERE(Crown) ET, MEENRRRZZ L
DHEE IND Y — A bl SN, BEUIENE N, Science: 205, Scientific
American : 192, Physics: 240, Crown IT: 192 £/072 < ZDZ & bAHE
L, SBROKBE o — RS ORIEME LT TAEFHEST LD
DEDRBITThHD, Science X7 7 A NS 7 &K%, A0 Y —R[3%T
75 7OENET, M200FEIRDLEIATRED, ZOHDENRT *A b
ELTHIE Lz, ARV TR OEENR Ny 7 Db DERATL

T XA OfEE | IR B [ REEREEE | AREKEEE
T XA DY —A | Science Scientific American | Physics Crown 11
- BB BRI D , , )
NE T pegic Rt LR KB
6. DR

8.1 IBFRTY FETFLICLEOER

M (2009) BPRELEZEF Yy FEFMICEBET XX bOSIFRERIT
DTOERDEY THD, ZORRERZ L, TR EL TV AOE X ITEM
E, RS, KERRERE. PARKREREOEIZELRY. FITH
ADOEROHEREIL 14.8BEPRVEVLDR R TS ERIN TN DEE
OB T, BV LB ABEORVEN., BN 349%T—&ES
<\ WITKEFREHRED 26.6%., — B FH L A ABREREREN T L
AERIC 1T%ETHD, LnLEDS LWHE 1 ETEET HHBEOEFEIE.
—fER AR HFIE, KEEREEE, PARREREOIEIEZLoT
T, — RS L ERREREOHEEDOBE VLI OB L~ OSEIC



Lo THHIEr T & 2L

Yo ET, FFLOHEE SR

Sy by

—FEY T 4 —

FEOPROTF XX b AaFRLiE SR (BREBA D) L EE LA

UZHIE ST,

Lol

. FAER|O probability # .5 &, BAERKERED

BNT_NTOBECRKEFRPIHEN, hOT A N EDEBDNBEHETH B,
KREERERZICBE L TIE, S1 0.5, 82 2.1 EhbTHIERL~ULDE
BHEIELTLY—FTNVTHD

TEBRTND,

BEPMERE — R | REBKEEE | PARREEENE
Science Scientific American Pysics Crown
* Average Sentence
25.6 24 20 14.8
Length
* Word distribution
J1 36.50% 34.80% 39.30% 46.30%
J2 12.20% 15.20% 14.50% 17.70%
J3 3.70% 4.90% 6.00% 6.10%
S1 2.60% 8.20% 3.80% 3.70%
S2 5.80% 12.00% 4.70% 4.90%
SR 4.20% 7.60% 5.10% 4.30%
OVER 34.90% 17.40% 26.50% 17.10%
[Ordered Logit Readability]
* Estimated grade SR SR SR SR
* Estimated probabilities
J1 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.10%
J2 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.30%
J3 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.70%
S1 0.00% 0.00% 0.50% 15.90%
S2 0.10% 0.10% 2.10% 34.00%
SR 99.90% 99.90% 97.30% 48.00%
SEQRRM . B (2000) DUEFFR Yy hEF L HAHL, SEA

&L UER2EMEE, —BEEEEOSITICIIESEORATHLT LHLE TR
WZERHLNE o, L LEBERELSLVETOTFA MOSFTICD
WTIRBRERN DY —F YT ¢ —BELN, KREVEFOEMIERIZITEE A
FRELEZ T NDY—NVEERD,



6.2 Coh-Metrix [Z & 94T R

Coh-Metrix IZ L D& T %A FOSWERIZLUTOEY ThH D, Coh-Metrix
WHEskD ) —# v U5 — T 5D Flesch Reading Ease & Flesch-Kincaid
Grade Level DIEHLEH T, RETIEHINOZ 0HEL. &bl
Coh-Metrix DA CTH D coherence EDOERM 2028 DIZEb 5
5 DOIBEIZIR-> T, PMORREEZETHZ LICT D,

¥4 Flesch Reading Ease TH AN, Ziud, BISEHEMEE. —RE SR
KEERENE, PABKHENEOIEIZ, 28.128-41.024-62.296-84.54 & {5
HE< 20, BEEMERELEENEL . AAOEREREL—FLS &
WO NS ARE R -, 80 LA B B L 30 KEMITEEEE NG E X
NBEDT, ZRHD 4 DDT XA MIZOEEIC &5 & BRI IRV EER O FE
HOZEBEITHIET DT LB5ND,

Wiz Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level TH 3 4, ZNIXRAHEDIEE T
12-12-9.157-4.648 L3P FER TR BRI H D, Lo, BEEMFEL—
IRBL MR O MES B iRE4E L LCIRRIC 12 4 (BEREERE) L)
RRICE 0T, KEOEKOHERETHD Phyisics IZOVTIE 9.157 & @Kk
DMWFEDLSAHEYTELEWIFRERY, BREERAOEROMNRE
CKEOBRKE) Lo CTHURESEDCEMEEADEA D, READERKDHK
EHMEIL 4648 LSO EETH AL, THEFMDOTHFR P EEATHNRY
BLOWZEBHLNLTHD, ZORRERDIBY . 7 AV WOBEROEREIZ
KED 1-2 FEPFLT A N LT, HEREEETHDH LW Z BT
&5,

UrLOER%E2 757 TRTEUTOEY ThD, Flesch Reading Ease TD
SRR TIE, BEMeE->— SR 2 KEERE - A ROBRBEHELIEL
MRBEEZ B> TEHITR->TNB I ERG5,



Flesch Reading Ease Score Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level

(0-100) ©-12)
100 15 ~
80
60 - 10
40 - 5
20
0 = Y ¥ 0 4 T T = "y
Science sci-ame HS text-HS text- Science sci-ame HS text: HS text-
A J A J

XT. Coh-Metrix DERSL OB IZHETIHETHLR, SHEHEBLED
XL TBUTD 5 DOEEIONTHKRO L) CHA STV,
a. Adjacent argument overlap: CREFAlu @ BE#ET25XH 1 2P kD
argument (noun, pronoun, noun-phrase)® > = 7 3 2 %l&
b. Argument overlap: CREFAauw: — 2D 35 75 7 DHFDTATDILDNT
2% argument % > = 7 5HIE
¢. Adjacent stem overlap: CREFS1u: Bi#E9 530208 1 DLl ED word stem %
=T THEE
d. Stem overlap: CREFSau : — 2D/ F 75 7 OHROTXTOIXD~NT
word stem % ¥ = 7§ HE|E
e. Content word overlap: CREFClu : BT AN HBT HNEEEETD
E ey
SHHRER Y BTH B L. a. Adjacent argument overlap (FRPY 16) 12T
I, RS LB bEC. KEERERED 0417 LELEND, c
Adjacent stem overlap (FF 17) IZOWTHL <A LETH >, E7 b
Argument overlap B 19) &2\ TlE—ARRH 3 HERS 0.929— H AR AR &
0.663 — KEBILHAE 0.547—HEHFMFE 0429 DIETH D, Z1b d. Stem
overlap(EW 20) OOHER L2 BEALIEETH D, —RBFMEEITHRIANE
DRFTNENS ZETHEID, EFHEEMRIT AN 7 bSO
L Ui, WENEHE SN TOTRED overlap DO RNWI LBEZHND,
EBHITNBEBEOEE# 7T e. Content word overlap (P 58) ORERIZHE
BoO@ERBRE b, —FREMEER 0201 ¢ —&E< .| B B AERERE
0.17. KEBEKHEE 0.064, BFEHEMEE 0.044 LWV IEICRSTVD, 22



B HRNL Y —EE MR O overlap 23— < P> T cohesion DENS
MARTWVWT XA THDEEZILNDES D,

INHD 5 DDBIEIZDNTADDTHA MUCHREZ /T 7ICLEEb0%
UTERY, 20777268, —BBFHE (Scieame) B2 TOIEIC
BOTEBWMEEZBTHWDZ LR LG50 5, b, AR 2 EE2EXTES,
—IRBFHEELFEAPT VT F R b IR EME (Science) ITERITEND
BER->TEY, ABIERLEDHRA VT HFR MW BERLVHEL
ICmRaEn=biITtha,

16 Argument
Overlap, adjacent,

58 content word
overlap adjacent

17 Stem Overiap, - Science

adjacent
o wm sci-ame

seress HStext-A

o HS text-J

20 Stem QOverlap,

. Overlap, all
all distances, P

distances,

Wiz, BEIOZEZTERY LiFh o hofEE L&D, R TOEE OSFRE
BEBEEITICUTOROFETETTEL,

1 | Title 'Title’ science'brain® women-new physics highschool
new text'mars

2 | Genre 'Genre' Science Science Science Science

3 | Source 'Source' science women-sci-ame physics crown II

textbook

4 1 JobCode 'JobCode' 120205-science | 120205-women | 120124-3 -2147484

5 | LSASpace 'LSASpace' CollegeLevel CollegeLevel CollegeLevel CollegeLevel

6 | Date Date 1/24/2012 1/24/2012 1/24/2012 1/28/2012
12:00:00 AM 12:00:00 AM 12:00:00 AM 12:00:00 AM




CAUSVP 'Incidence of causal verbs,

7 58.537 3. i 25
links, and particles’ 58.837 26.042 75 31.25
CAUSC Ratio of causal particles to

8 .. 0.625 .5 £ .75
causal verbs (cp divided by cv+1)' ° 0.5 0.9 0.75
CONADpi 'Incidence of positi

g |l mnadence of positive 43.902 36.458 29.167 36.458
additive connectives
CONTPpi 'Incidence of positi

10 P o, posttive 4.878 15.625 8.333 10.417
temporal connectives
CONCSpi 'Incidence of positive causal

11 S 24.39 10.417 375 15.625
connectives'

CONADni 'Incidence of negative

12 .. P 4.878 5.208 8.333 15.625
additive connectives
CONTPni 'Incidence of negative

13 e 0 0 0 0
temporal connectives

14 CONCS-ni 'I.ncidence of negative causal o o o o
connectives

15 | CONi 'Incidence of all connectives' 78.049 62.5 83.333 72.917
CREFA1lu 'Argument Overlap,

16 | oo Argument Lveriap 0571 1 0.417 0.714
adjacent, unweighted'

CREFS1u 'Stem Overlap, adj t,

17 i stem Lveriap, adjacen 0.571 1 0.75 0.714
unweighted
CREFP1u 'Anaphor reference,

TN v o 0.286 0.286 0.333 0071
adjacent, unweighted'

CREFAau 'Ar; t Overlap, all

19 ument veriap, @ 0.429 0.929 0.547 0.663
distances, unweighted’

CREFSau 'Stem Overlap, all dist X

20 o veriap, atl distances 0.429 0.929 0.68 0.642
unweighted'

CREFPau '‘Anaph f , all

gy | YEEFRR ARAphor yeterence, a 0.12 0.08 0.1 0.083
distances, unweighted’
DENSNP 'Noun Phrase Incidence

22 263.415 270.833 304.167 317.708
Score (per thousand words)’

DENSPR2 ‘Ratio of pronouns to noun

23 . 0.074 0.135 0.178 0.098
phrases!

DENCOND: ‘Number of conditional

24 . L. R 0 ] 4.167 5.208
expressions, incidence score
DENNEGI 'Number of negations,

25|, . ! 0 10.417 0 0
incidence score'

DENLOGI 'Logical tor incid

26 } hogiea’ aperatorincicence 43.902 46.875 33.333 31.25
score (and + if + or + cond + neg)’
LSAassa ‘LSA, Sentence to Sent 3

g7 | #ohassE , © to sentence 0.242 0.457 0313 0.385
adjacent, mean
LSApssa 'LSA, sentences, all

28 pssa erees, & 0.251 0.589 0.364
combinations, mean
LSA 'LSA, Paragraph to

29 ppa ragrap 0.486 0.437 0.313 0.678
Paragraph, mean
DENPRPi 'Personal pronoun incidence

30 X 19.512 36.458 54.167 31.25
score
HYNOUNaw ‘Mean hypernym values _

31 , 4.448 4.668 5.366 5.237
of nouns
HYVERBaw '"Mean hypern 1

32 ypernym vatues 1.744 1.631 191 1.229

of verbs'




33 | READNP 'Number of Paragraphs' 2 5 13 3
34 | READNS '"Number of Sentences’ 8 3 13 15
35 | READNW 'Number of Words' 205 192 240 192
READAPL 'Average Sentences per .
36 4 1.6 1 5
Paragraph’
47 READASL 'Average Words per 25.695 24 18.462 12.8
Sentence’
’ re Syllabl
gg | READASW Average Syllables per 1.805 1.672 1.487 1.202
‘Word'
'F ading Ease S
39 READFRE 'Flesch Reading Ease Score 28.125 41024 62,296 84.54
(0-100)"
40 READFKGL 'Flesch-Kincaid Grade 12 12 9157 4648
Level (0-12)
a SYNNP 'Mean number of modifiers per 0.963 0.965 0.808 0.672
noun-phrase’
“ SYNI.‘IW 'Mean number of higher level 0717 0.745 0725 0.776
constituents per word’
SYNLE 'Mean number of words before
43 | the main verb of main clause in 10.125 14.625 6.077 2.733
sentences'
TYPTOXKc 'Type-token ratio for all
44 0.929 0.683 0.825 0,709
content words'
45 | FRQCRacw Celex, raw, mean for 1200.01 2753.431 1052.462 5508.713
content words (0-1,000,000)" ’ ) ) '
46 FRQCLacw 'Celex, logarithm, mean for 1916 2393 2058 2494
content words (0-6)
FRQCRmcs 'Celex, raw, minimum in
47 [ sentence for content words 3.75 12.5 11.5 40.429
{0-1,000,000)
FRQCLmes 'Celex, logarithm,
48 | minimum in sentence for content 1.07 0.987 0.912 1.298
words (0-6)'
WORDCacw 'Concreteness, mean for
49 390.448 392.973 386.786 397.447
content words'
CONLGpi 'Incidence of positive logical
50 A 19.512 15.625 37.5 26.042
connectives'
i 'Inci pative logical
51 CONLGfm Incidence of negative logica 4878 5.908 8.333 15.625
connectives’
52 IN.TEC I-{atw of intentional particles 0 o o o
to intentional content’
i 'Inci intenti 1 actl
53 INTE: Inc1dencg of intentional actions, 14634 15.625 33.333 20.833
events, and particles.’
! t
54 | TEMPta Mean of tense and aspec 0.714 0.786 0.958 0.571
repetition scores’
STRUTa 'Sentence syntax similarity,
55 N 0.074 0.118 0.125 0.123
adjacent’
TRUT ‘Sent tax similarity,
56 |STRUT: Sentence syntax similarity, 0.068 0.083 0.106 0.099
all, across paragraphs'
57 STRUT}p 'Sentence syntax similarity, 0.069 0.129 o 0.106

sentence all, within paragraphs'




CREFC1u "Proportion of content words
58 | that overlap between adjacent 0.044 0.201 0.064 0.17
sentences’

SPATC 'Mean of location and motion

59 R 0.639 0.679 0.478 0.461
ratio scores.’

. | WORDCmes 'Concreteness, minimum
60 |. 225 225 194 194
in sentence for content words’

61 | GNRPure 'Genre purity’ 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
62 | TOPSENTY '"Topic sentence-hood'
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