3 h 3L B0 Z SCA G B AT kB 5

WO ~ ST~ MRS AP - A

e

PSS P SR e - 5
S 2 T éﬁ”bw%ﬁw“?@w’@i$ﬁﬂﬁﬁw
. ﬁ:txl:fl% k_,.F?fl?{Eij[ FEY .Z,ﬁ[W}'“ o P9t 5 FIEY A fr ElES
o (I R

[T b o AT MRS (2015) fif]3EEY CRIE — CFL ¥
F oAk wﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁwp%&ﬁﬁ%CMEﬁﬁ&i%@p
Egj}“F[)FQ E”F'lﬁﬂi’ . n:_llz[lu'\ . nl:ﬂ:ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁd%{[ “:%:{Z‘*%@#ﬁ & EETHIRL 3
I_F[JEII*;\‘S‘ ( support vector machine, SVM ) #5=Z »?[ii £ A > '35 CEFR
SRR T T I« PR SE FEI R
TR K 89.8690 < AP (A FEE ) ~ Cri AR R
CErPIY @) SRl s fap 2 E{ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ‘* FUig > I') CRIE —
CFL ¥ # Sy P55l (5 4 55 1 o S B fillo i & QWFJHUFEEJELU?

@ﬂﬁwﬁ’aﬁﬂmﬁmwﬁﬁrﬁ@“?iﬂfﬁﬁgiﬁao

g R YRR AFYH SR

W=y > B e }?'ﬁﬁfl' e PP EH D ¢ juling@mail naer.edu.tw ©
TR B B g ! AP

ML > [ B2 Ju{@’mﬂf; .

FRRE - B PR B -

U R A e e

39



40

— ~ BRI H iy

—

W

TEIF S ES I PR E??”fé?%%’??ﬁl@%%%?]
o TR AR R R e i s

(McNamara, Kintsch, Songer, & Kintsch, 1996) - T“Eﬁ' ’f/[lfﬁ‘%g%ﬁ
Pl *ﬂﬂﬁﬁ"‘*?ﬁf LR IS =S ek R
= :":‘JE'\:EI [—‘%%‘[Ff%‘ N W’ L ,/T’gr—l—*\/”#,jﬁf‘ig @H—L’j‘ﬁ:ﬁ '#E&Fﬁ'ji )
¥, = IH@T EJJFEII'FL[ o LR E iR PP FL EIRE Y AL
SRR SRR RO R R G A RS R D R
(readability ) ZH YN > Pl &8 2 Ak (900 - 1 %[iiﬁ@d%f
ﬁ?Hﬂ SwblE HIE AEAVAd S (Klare, 1963, 2000) » F’JJF' FlEpu ﬁ] )

FH i) ‘g; 4+ ﬁ:ﬁgu@aﬁib 2 ,Qlﬁ\ﬁi’ﬂ;\l o EHJET’\?P ¢F{ g?g]r]fkp J’PUIUI“ﬁFb
m’%firn F{J’F}Jljl ﬂ’“‘ s BRI E TJS&' jﬁgﬁpm FE W AL TR VR
[P LR D

I a%f[fk’ﬁr;' /3 'z"f?ﬁ\’i%ﬂ JHE o BT 1923 F Lively A Pressey fif

PERIR] R S AW+ 20 AU [MIORE T 5 (Lively
& Pressey, 1923) - 1928 & Vogel ﬂ[ Washburne “J 3% % Winnetka
Formula P# El b‘ﬁﬁlﬁ?fﬁiﬂlp Fi1%t (Vogel & Washburne, 1928) - 1950
=+ R [iprIszEl FL3%F7 > #H<Chall = Dale Uk F > = 1980 &
*E#éﬁ‘%ﬁwﬂ A 2 FUEH 200 i R wufr_%%

=1 (Chall & Dale, 1995; McNamara, Louwerse, McCarthy, & Graesser,
2010) T (I S1MFAEHEEf ¢ 19
[P R - B0 2 S FiPY Flesch Readmg Ease * =4[] ﬁ]ﬁjﬁ Wg\ﬂfﬁﬁ b
ﬁlpv?pﬁ P 1 PR (RRREIEE PO SEAR  F TR S Ak

T R R Y AL R R A
%o s IR %[,&}[*@5 (Flesch, 1979) > Chall 71 Dale (1995)
et TR P *éjfﬁlﬁ’%“l‘* Pgit’bi‘ﬁ%?@ %> VA AEE(Chall
& Dale, 1995) - IH”LF' ;%jli’ﬁr}h 2] %—?&flg’\]ﬂ:ﬁlFJ ( generalized linear
model, GLM )t JuLfd 3 85 =4 e S %ﬁguﬁ Al CHIp @
) e mﬁlﬁw,« =t EIJ?F[ Flesch Kincaid ( Kincaid, Fishburne, Rogers, &

ﬁﬂ



Chissom, 1975 ) == Dale-Chall ( Chall & Dale, 1995) - E%ﬁ#ﬁlﬂ‘.ﬁ?{ Hir
@ﬂ*hmﬁ%wr@mgﬁm’mﬁﬁtﬂi@@ﬁw@’ﬂmW
ERAREUE D £ R T R TR T OSRG-S
0 BTPOBERVES (Klare, 1985) « & BINEPRIT1 - @8 87
R TG B TR 9 s T O B 5 e
i TEJ%:;HI[—@U B FIE&@E}pJ@i%&\% EhHA U AE
H,yﬁ[ﬁ”%?fi (Kinstsh, 1998 ) - =9} » GLM pugmﬁ[@% (vp%&uﬁm&
PP - S - A *‘*) S %[ipﬁ@;‘sﬁgﬂ ,
ARFHAAEE I = PRI S e R 2 2O AR ﬁaﬁ'éﬁ‘[*‘g%iﬂ ’
(P = F B TRTRVRE 7 R B B SR - R B R 2Ry
3 ,5%{ RPN Z (Crossley, Dufty, McCarthy, McNamara 2007; Graesser
et al., 2004; Sung, Chen, Lee, Cha, Tseng, Lin, Chang, & Chang, 2013;
Sung, Chen, Cha, Tseng, Chang, & Chang, 2015) - ﬁlj@%’%g‘g%ﬁ@ﬂ
% (machine learning ) fU™¥{&E > I'| R HFG’ETQQ AR T
AR S RV R R T SRR ARSI RSt i S £ R A R P
— FEF|H] 2 W BRI H RS e e F&E—f* ( supervised learmng)
fr? EE.#@J‘:“ (unsupervised learning ) fi f#ﬁ BHEIV ~ gEl {5 AL S
FITHE ~ 53 RS 5Pk % (Deng & Yu, 2014) - E'lﬁ"fﬁ&ﬁ&*??ﬂrij
ST AR E AR EE |E§%§J Elﬁ RPN %Ifﬁmj“ (Feng, Jansche,
Huenerfauth, & Elhadad, 2010 Petersen & Ostendorf, 2009; Sung et al.,
2015) » =l Ejj%’mw:p E%giggﬂpﬂg@[ftﬁ;wm eIk
LT A’ TP (Feng et al., 2010, Petersen & Ostendorf, 2009; Sung,
Chen, Cha, Tseng, Chang, & Chang, 2014 ) -
e FWE]EW* Hi» % [pE# (support vector machine, SVM)
£ *‘E‘ﬁ SLAVEFER S PIIRE] » STRLRT R e ¥ 4 o1 I~ Ry e =
Fj*ﬁfa (Schwarm & Ostendorf, 2005; Sung et al., 2013 )  SVM kLH[I"]
A I 2 R R )
('structural risk minimization, SRM ) ( Vapnik, 1991) > I'] SRM #/L"p
(O ATETHZ RSP [ £ 4 2R (support vectors ) » F[H [ g
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pl (hyper-plane ) i > [FITi fi }H PR HH o SVM [ Fpl kg~ r}@fr(kernel
function ) fEIevrR[ G2 [JEIﬁ LR FlJﬁj B[] > R T e Sw R
Syl M Mo ﬁ fL A PUFE A T}“[EI\TEIJ?F, Linear ~ Polynomlal of
degree ~ RBF kernel #! SlngId kernel - SVM H:—jd E@};{Q[ﬁ [EIE2TNRIE-S

)
f'lz%[lﬁu SRR JFT;J[ o Eg&‘t[—b i AU ﬁ'l » IR %1"[ [*[Frey FA
] FIE}F?]@ = SVM T;F[Ji’”’ ) ﬁjﬁfjﬂg”’Wﬁ iz 0 SVM P

A TR R Jﬁfﬁ%mﬂu;ﬁ Hi TR R o ST e HER  H
F{‘J%Pf%&%‘z?ﬂ@ﬂ HEPOHIR R > IR BEE KRS (neural network )
PR et (hidden layer) figtgly 8oz » 1] Ffrﬁgl?”;ﬂmméfgwﬁ
B BT - 7 R ORI o B R e
-;uffﬁﬁ (= (local optimization ) EIfJ‘[ﬁiEJﬁFE}E%Q | EF,FFEHE EXREE
i BPRATIFE B - [ AR SVM R R RSB 1
% ELF‘F”“E{&F[LJF“* 77 % DNN ( deep neural networks) - (! 'F}[JFI‘ TR
=R Wll;ﬁf* S £ (ORI PSR O
o iR T £ AT DNN J?FELF'JT?H (Deng & Yu, 2014 ) -
AR F PR WY R F Y Y
7&% | (The Common European Framework of Reference for Languages,
CEFR) ~ F @9} ;ﬁ}"f v’f? ( The American Council on the Teaching
of Foreign Languages, ACTFL) » i *?F?F,H sk #F',?F—? ( Canadian
Language Benchmarks, CLB)% "‘3‘J J?ﬁ?ﬁﬁ'%?ﬁﬁ » [REL ST Q”F.jjfé?'ﬁ@ [
HIESEE) uﬂdsr*ﬂ:iﬂff}, T 1986 F HEHE il FF el ?F,?]@ ( proficiency
guidelines) » [BEGJF B F IR ~ S50 Rt W 28 RV ET fol (R3¢ <
ACTFL 738 ~ 30 ~ 1 ~ JpI-Sgilr 53 Eb I (novice) ~ [
# (intermediate ) ~ ‘JL[SET i (advanced ) ~ (B&F% (superior) ~ [l ik
(distinguished ) =~ 7% » ]?Ef“_;ﬁ FH ?,%{&%ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁjﬁ’?’ﬁ%i lfﬁjﬁ"liﬁiﬁj
fjf‘:w%]ﬁ”‘iﬁ']%’“‘ji‘}i ° Ejﬂf’ﬁm“ (Clark, 1988, Ke & Reed, 1995 ) =
+# ACTFL ﬁ%ﬁuﬁf[w By 9} Gk P P IRV - =9F > 2001 & py
"R URE uﬂr 2 PR I S R R~ SR

bﬁlﬁi* '3l - CEFR f2= &4 V&F'Ljn:ﬁfiﬁ JooiaR T FE S FIAST A

ik



A~B~C =5 ST 5 R HE) Al A2 Bl B2~ Cl~C2%
FAR B SRR AR TR - PR
IS8 MR - BSR40 e RO g e -
;};:&Eglsz:L *&ﬂ?;j S {7 ek £ P FEEJ;F&FH ) ﬁ[bj‘l‘] Flgf\f‘_} IfF Forh o
AL A R 5 S0 B O Ty 2R AR
PIFAIRE R E I RER] - BUFSRHE VAL | RS0 5 81 ]
(kL E | B BEALPURREE « 291 > B [P 85T A AR YE P [ P B
e W T R o S T e -

B f{ﬁ PR BT s B E‘Tﬁfﬁg 1% (Alderson, 2007; WesthofT,
2007) « FI1FFC 1 (80 FS TR R o 53 2 B B T e 4 L
fil

CEET R %ﬁ@@ﬁ@@%ﬁ%’@ﬁmﬁ%@ﬁﬁ

@ﬁ‘*wwm“% o 25 5 R 2B A RSB ( Bailin
& Grafstein, 2001; Bruce, Rubin, & Starr, 1981; Graesser, McNamara,
Louwerse & Cai, 2004 ) o [F=9f » [HiRfpY 22 =Vt !77,'\}53’?—?[1'/ hEY
B I L‘E'JJF?\%EI I’Ff[ 9t ugﬁ?";ﬁfl@ﬁ‘ j&ﬁl‘["iﬂﬁ ﬁ?f[ (" fl f@%‘ﬁ‘% (Heydari
& Riazi, 2011) - 7 & TFLI’EJ’FIJ@%;&{%%&:T]} e ’g’[pﬁ? 1R
733 (Crossley ~ Greenfield, & McNamara, 2008; Crossley, Allen, & Mc-
Namara, 2011 ) i&"| Coh-Metrix ( Graesser et al., 2004 ) [ i}‘ﬁ?ﬁ?@
St %%‘jéﬁ%?f’[ﬁlﬁfjd} 7+ F[‘ Fzrf]‘[‘ﬂ: NGV | Wtéﬁﬁi]%}’\ =t F‘él’ﬁj‘jgﬁgfjﬁ’ %‘[‘ﬂ:
=0 (Flesch, 1948; Kincaid et al., 1975) EI =SS E*?{ R E e
FE RG> *UF E[EFEN ST [f' pud %[iré@
BRI R FAbOT IO - IR A W

ol
L~y

FEAAIS T 2 %Pwﬂwfwﬁ%#%’ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁm%
S o pﬁl Bl RV R Y 2 PR B TSI FWFIU“B?\T@ZI,TE&

 FIFRE % TR T o KFELESS (2015) FUR
,u\'ﬁ%i* 5 Iﬁlj ;ﬁ}"ﬁiﬁ REfO A PP %_ﬁ, Eﬁffﬁﬁjiﬁﬁ
5ﬁ%%TEﬂ*CEFR53$#M;f?"*4#¢Eﬁ#J,?¥j§;ﬁﬁ|i oy
—~ %Fél?}l@ﬂ%%ﬁg%@j’ (Rl ~ 80 ok~ WER) file >

Ji

0
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3] F-score 1 B v b £5 1117 tEH]JEE& PRy e @ %4745 (Chang
& Lin, 2008) « B 47 » $RE| 1L B [ @ERLE] > g & #{t.
5y ?ﬁ i E Y p #@ RSP E] CRIE — CFL (Chinese Readability Index
Explorer for Chinese as Foreign Language) (Chen, Cha, Chang, Sung, &
Hsieh, 2012 ; Sung, Lin, Dyson, Chang, & Chen, 2015) » [F= " =55t gﬁ
L9 LY AT 1 89,869 K- L %
e 53

¢¢F%ﬁmﬁwwzﬁ?@%’%ﬁw¢ﬁ%?%ﬁ£@%@
SUEER LR SR E) Efdﬂfm/'“ BEEH D o NIRRT M S 5
R RS TR R SR S SR
ElgE-

i
IR WA T RS Y B SRR >
CRIE — CFL ¥ % EIE#J;J 258 (http://www.chinesereadability.net/ )
TV APV~ B SRR RIS 2 Eﬁf, ERE =]
7[:11'— °

ﬁ‘v

(—) et
¢¢%@“%%5ﬁ¢§$L??ﬁ%m%ﬁ = AR
TR IO B0 STHIRL ¢ AR i E - IR AL

T - ﬁ pl1 Y HI[EK«[DH ?Wkipllﬁ BESEH EEJ%@%'%F" R
RVRD BRI [ AR S SOT R e AR R g

:ﬁjﬁr}uﬂ%gﬁﬁ[ RES ?ﬁ?i/ ur,;{v[’?ﬁ[ ( Corpus of Contemporary Taiwanese

Mandarin, COCT) (fff 2 2% ~ MR - IR - f@( DINE ﬁE’le‘F - £

Rt IR @ﬁ@iéﬁﬁﬁ’2M6>’ﬁ%¢§§$%ﬁafﬁwj
YRR T B e



#z1
B A WA S G SO Z A3 B 45 ik ) S e

il

g
s 1 > 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 A
ArEEHE 24 24 24 24 - - - - - - - - 9%

LRHIEE] 14 14 14 14 14 14 - - - - - - 84
R 14 14 13 14 14 14 - - - - - - 83
H'%ﬁfﬁ'@ i I T (T N U ) [ () O S

i
%3%@?’% 12 13 14 14 20 - - - - - - - 73
R FE 14 11 - S A T I e e
BUSFER 12 24 14 - - - - - - - - - 50
Hi% 14 14 14 14 14 14 - - - - - - 8
fim 120 134 112 8 71 48 4 4 4 4 4 4 597

() ZREUGES R R SR

FCECE] I B R SR B R B AT -

1. B

# ?ﬁﬂ/ AU A STATE A E e (word segmentation ) o e T
L > AR AR 08 % SR - CRIE — CFL A= ~ 3=
7=~ (Chang, Sung , & Lee, 2012; Sung, Chang, Lin, Hsieh, & Chang,
2016 ) Ffl 3% o pl 10 Riae] o Ak g R B o PR R TR O =
fRHe (forward maximum matching ) 3# EJ[J"J[IJ—EJEE%}C@‘@T 1# (Bayes
algorithm ) » X %ﬁf—’ﬁéﬁ“%@ 92 o

2. VA CRIE — CFL #1472 J& Uik & F B i

HRTY AT 0 I CRIE-CFL #2153 3 p@?ﬁ%’ﬁj EwN
U e L E G TR T (R B R
Fh 24 fit > ST HIRL ¢ FACKE 11 i ?ﬁﬁli’fﬁ4 (il ~ PR 4 R e
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FNELE S (- A Ao Eﬂr:[ﬁ B RIS - BT % F-score (Sung
etal., 2015) P[5 2 B, o

2

ABFFEPR FH Z 25 SCAT PR AR ~ %€ 3% ~ W F-score

]l fF’ITEr‘ L F-score ;} ;?%
i PR F B 1123 1625.51%*x*
Gl ST F YRR E 1.012  1467.91%%*
[SETH A SRE TR B T 1-10 PV 1.063  1539.00%*
IEE e PR DS 1120 RS g 1174 1698.74%%*
R e PR TR 21 1) S B 07563 1083.99%**
= S PR F T R 1311 1886.75%**
RG] = g IR F IS R 0.3464  504.20%**
AR A AR ﬁiﬁ%é i’ FUFEERORRE 931 2051560
HRGH L Fp i qfij’r QI AR 7383 20012740
et Fir PR '%ﬁﬁ'@ %I”%J PR gsss 2469 agens
B H PR AR 27 3000 i) SpVRIERr  1.0322 1490.50%**
il FHETY g 1.0059  1461.77+%*
E G IRl i il ﬁiﬁ‘*gﬁ' THEAIE 508 6op.770ms
E—F,ﬁlz‘e‘ﬁ .

A?T,ﬁ;flﬂl R Rl B U o B 04826 704.01%**
FOSEROEIEe FHRTY o e OO 03396 494440
o SRR AR ke 04126  501.45%%*
- HE Bk FHET F T gt = 0.9874  928.93%*x*
fUR A IS Ul FHET il 5! ¢ e H AR Y o B 0.9825  1427.48%%*

fi s ST o Rl il i ST
' *ﬁf; ik E il =Tl R A Ciliaial o 03016  329.13%x*
(¢ & Fge STV B e 0.1511  221.71%**
S R s S 1.099  1567.72%**

fe=r

- ;;{% T g ST ST SR 0.8369  1211.87%**
FFHLE Fibe FHET Do [ i 05679  822.94%*x
PSR RIS SRR TR At £ i 03806  504.43%%*




3. CFEZ Wl AR AR AE TH I

CRIE — CFL VA R] R b == 60 5 = flbhfiod = vkl el -
SVM BLE[F g~ 2 Hh i @] - R ERpEF AR o MR
e R AR - €2 SVMARETR - FALE]R L
7% > SVM {1 A TR SR AV ASLE [SEREDET 31 v ¥ 3% (Sung et al.,
2015) -

4. D) F-score Pk i 213 58 4R B

R P B Sy R LRI P T BRI T B
RRRVE for 1 o B B IVAVE AR T I 2 PR Bl T B o
B o S PRy B LR YRR o S S (TS £
F-score fl— *ﬁﬂﬁfj’ﬁiﬁffﬁj EEIV7E (Guyon & Elisseeff, 2003) » i+~
FEJ=3 " 2015 &P » T 2k VR F R Bl Foscore i~y » S5
i@ﬂ]ﬁjﬁﬁqf’@@%ﬁi ° ?’“‘l’ﬂ—] ”HPJIZI“ Fl ﬁFQ"Hﬂ’Eﬁ%F[‘fkﬁﬁ' ( F-score)
FOspiso s B AR T RIS - A REAE (1.7731) - iy
% SR (1.7554) ~ FLGRGEEr (1.7383) B 7 IS (1.311)
&?ﬁﬁl@ﬁé IR T RS+ #EIRE (1.0059) ~ FEIHIER
¥5(0.5728) ~ HIFEG AR {8 (0.4826) ~ WIS TURNIEY
(0.3396) ; H@;ﬁyﬁ;@ﬁ@;ﬁ@ﬁ HIES © 1 pREE] (0.9874)
F SR ﬁ@(f(o 9825) ~ i/ HGHET (0.4126) ~ /i F R FHEET 15
(0.3016) & 7t hip i BRI E RIPvdRAst ST IS « SR Rl (1.099)
Tl IR (0.8369) ~ ENpHHE FIEE (0.5679) - Wf#iﬁ;ﬁ?%@«'f
(0.3806) (2£fl% 2) o i@"é?fﬁ@ﬁﬁ,{‘l -score Hﬁ & ﬁ“]‘Fu °

=~ MR

(—) B G A 2 A St B B 2% vl S AR A

A ur,%‘iﬁfﬁ“ﬁﬁl 44 fFJEW FiEEEL 24 7y F[PJ s F'
TN p\ch’F'ﬁfﬂgmﬂéfEi% 3 q%ﬂ o IS A > A ;“ﬁﬁg¢ it SR
PP for f s o 5 B TP R AL > BOpley 2 17 7 P - FLEE
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A GRS DR REIRE 2 o (R [Tt (A A PR T R S A S
T CEFR P i fiv A1 S5 EBr (2l 4) o« AEFE" 1 B A
Brie Al E% 31.57 0 A2 £% 62.76 > B1 £ 108.49 » B2 £% 142.29 5 C1 £}
150.79 » €2 £3 365.86 » Ry A 2 F0 4 fOmrE G s il o B G
KA A—JE}?‘:FFITE' B8 f'F |79E5 9 flf o 4 BEF AR E AR~ 0 U IEEJE{‘\%’@
FRpY Al BrEl 38.75 - Hﬁi;ﬁp[[ﬁ;’ b P T H@(ﬂiﬁﬁ T e
Wropm e ™ o BOESEAS poBles 4 F PHEERR [~ o R FEsRITHYsH £ w
ERiES= TSR SRt AR

#% CIRE — CFL # [F‘[ frgh uﬂgﬂiﬁup FFRT AI-B1
il (=flAS5) - F[PJ%@E it f'* FAREGTTIS BT 2034
BLES T AL EIUPL} STHIES 41~ .54~ .45~ 20 ; BLERTE A2 YT ED
50~ .20~ .29 ~ s BLER BLpYSIE .008 ~ .25 ~ .25~ .33 - ;ﬁ&ﬁ%}
ﬁlj% s Sl 3 ?‘F‘,%m&%@"ﬁj 76 %%+ CEFR iU A 2758 » 229{% 7+ Bl &7

—nM

P8

#3
Al B R A R AR 14 M EH

IR (¥ Fi8e)
1(24) 2(24) 3(24) 4(24)

e G 3.33 425 3.00 2.08

- (SRR 0.17 0.21 0.63 0.29
Bl

HLHGH A 2.08 2.38 1.75 2.29

= 3.88 4.63 4.17 3.46

b 9.25 9.75 9.71 9.00

o YRS 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.03

Tk IR RS o B 0.54 0.63 0.92 0.58

il e 0.26 0.26 0.43 0.25

H Rl 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

e HIFSHE PR 0.50 0.54 0.42 0.38

i T S 0.04 0.13 0.46 0.38

fi 5 liﬁglr 0.00 0.04 0.03 0.06



S 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.04
B T{p s ke 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.04
1 [FSHLES TG 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
PR S R 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
#4
HEGEHACH E CEFR 7R 400 510 2 S sk e
P CEFR ¥
TRy
Al A2 Bl B2 Cl C2
GRS 3157 6276 10849 14229 15079 365.86
S HE 1.28 434 14.22 31.51 56.68  141.84
G e] _
HesEELY 24 1032 2606 3951 4426 10138
e 1401 3417  81.03  133.15 183.67 422.94
E e 3875 824 16731 24985 32253 76333
WS 5 0.19 0.13 0.12 0.12 0.1 0.13
S (R e e
i m’ﬁ*”g'?é?ﬁw " 545 919 1591 2239 2619 5395
HESETe 177 277 446 6.11 7.22 14.09
1 fugrt=ok 0.98 0.87 0.66 0.49 036 0.38
HIESHR ol 153 531 1324 2124 281 66.42
PR g 13060 694 799 853 904 9.79
fi S ST
' T‘ﬁﬁ'ﬁf'gr 0.08 0.22 0.33 0.42 0.53 0.52
S g 0.71 2.07 5.35 1011 1381 3123
o TR 108 417 1009 1652 2017  46.98
R ppRg R 041 1.2 3.04 5.1 644 1535
POREEE B 0.01 0.29 0.8 1.66 2.23 3.52
YR FVF ¢ Sung et al. (2015)
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B 1
4w A SRR 14 M Ui

12

10

BEHNBIF

#5
4 BT AR 1-4 S E CEFR A CE BT 4 b

$Pl CEFR 55l
F1 678 (Y FB) Al A2 Bl B2 Cl C2
S Fh 124) 10(41)  12(.50)  2(.008) 0 0 0
i F A 2(24) 13(.54)  5(20)  6(.25) 0 0 0
i F A 3(24) 11(45)  7(29)  6(.25) 0 0 0
S Fh 424) 5(20)  10(41)  8(33) 0 1(.04) 0
Total (96) 39 34 2 0 1 0

(Z) SEmARGEEA 2 & 00 S B 25 ]l A A
b2 G A PSS A2 SRV R 6-10 R -
P AR 6-1 < 6-2 W[ 2 BT o AR A1 [
a4 16 PGB AR TR AL R - I FlT1=6 U9 ™ Ap G
st CEFR iU A1-A2 57k 5 7-12 f]79% & B1 S35 - ﬁ HE S
B 1-6 PUASTE T A2 BL V] ¥ 7-12 PIRIETE T BI S B2 0 3
PRI A B o B A% 1 2REET - SR ARV I RIRA R 1-6 £ VR



TEELRE AT > T 712 PUBTRTE LI AT o i EAuTE o B CEFR Y A2 57
ko H TS T B > B2 5% o WSS 1-6 PRI YT -
FERIRRLARH T -

MCRB*GI*@ W#§?¥¢WF§ B A1-B2 (2
FLAT) o 1-6 ) 90% 767 A AR - 7-12 I F] 54%7% 7 B1 > 41%
e B2 o PR 16 52 712 i 550 Al o fE 1-6 7 A
EESIE B o Z PRTRI LR Y A2 AR -

#*6-1
Gt E A A PR 1-6 MHEEE Z P39

PR (2 180

f‘l%ﬁ‘ "u]:[r il 1(6)  210) 39 408 509  6(6)
RiiFCET G e 4250 3750 4978  43.50 4356  69.17
e e 367 500 533 763 644  7.00
el I"ZE|
’ FLR 417 450 700 525 489 1150
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Analyzing the Readability of Text for Chinese

as Foreign Language Learners

Abstract

Readability has been of long-standing research interest to educational psychologists,
it has well established that texts with high readability facilitate comprehension and
learning efficiency. However, few readability studies focus on Chinese or texts
that designed for learner of Chinese as foreign language. Sung (2015) proposed
an approach for constructing and validating readability formulae by integrating
multilevel linguistic features with the machine learning(support vector machine,
SVM) model, and developed a tool for the automated analysis of Chinese texts
called the Chinese Readability Index Explorer for Chinese as a Foreign Language
(CRIE-CFL). The CRIE-CFL provides linguistic information, readability-level
prediction, and writing diagnosis using multilevel linguistic features as predictors
and proficiency level of texts that match CEFR classified by expert teachers as
criterion. The predicting accuracy of CRIE-CFL is 89.86 %. This study used 597
texts from current text books published in Taiwan, using CRI-CFL as a tool for
text analysis. The results suggest that only some textbooks can be categorically
distinguished in terms of the readability of texts. Furthermore, the content of the
textbooks pre-determined by the text authors do not concur with the target readers’
proficiency levels. In other words, the predefined reading levels of the textbooks

mismatch the intended audience’s reading proficiency.

Keywords: readability, text leveling, Chinese as foreign language, linguistic

feature
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