1.
2. 1)
3. 2)
4. 3)
1) 6
2)
1.
?
(summary)

93

(summarization)
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(context)
(1991)
1) (1991)
(1991) , 1990 9
1)

(1991)

15%

A



(recall)

(1989)
(1970)

(1987)

(1989)

(1970),
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(1987),
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Reder & Anderson(1980),Rasinsky(1985),McKoon (1977),
Kintsch(1974)2), van Dijk & Kintsch(1977), Kintsch & van
Dijk (1978) Winograd(1984) ,Brown & others(1983), Annins(1986)

Reder & Anderson(1980)

3)

Rasinsky (1985)

2) Freeman(1987:55-60)
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( ,
) ,
Kintsch (level effect)
80% , 30%
, (argument)
. McKoon

(topic)

4)
van Dijk & Kintsch(1977)
4 ,
Kintsch & van Dijk(1978)
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(macro-rules)
Winograd(1984) ,

(transformation)

4) Freeman (1987:59-60)
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Brown & others(1983)
5 6 2

Annins(1986)

1) (Text) (Discourse)



( , message) ,

.5)

Brown Yule(1983:6)
(technical)
(text-as-product),
Wunderlich

Text:(faktischer Text)
Text{ ( )
Text2 (nogl icher Text)

5) Widdowson (1978)

(non-verbal context)

discourse
6) (1989)

printed text)

119

(discourse- as- process)’
.6)

Text:m(mundl i cher Text)
( )

L— Textzs(schriftlicher Text)

(

)

(verbal context)



120 4 (1994)

2)

Halliday & Hasan(1975) Text

(texture)
?
(cohesion) (coherence) 7
8)
(anaphora)
(cataphora) . Text
. Morgan & Sellner
7) , ‘cohesion’ ’
. ‘coherence’ , ’ .
(1991) . . cohesion
‘ ' , coherence
(unity)’
8)

cohesion coherence



(1994)
3) (summarizing)
o ( )
(summary)’
?
(

9) Morgan, J., & Sellner, M.(1980:179)
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« )
4.
1) 10)
(
10)

Meyer & Rice(1984:319)
11)

11)

(idea)
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12)
Meyer (1975) ,
(repetition), (subsumption), (retrieval),
(selective processing)

(level s effects)

12) (1985:118- 121)
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Meyer :

, (signaling
systems),
: (5 :
L] )’
! ’ grasaan ( )
signaling
(



Kintsch & van Dijk(1978) 13)

Frederiksen Meyer
, Frederiksen Meyer
Kintsch & van Dijk (1978)

Kintsch & van Dijk(1978)

14) ,
.15)
13) (semantic macro-structure)
« )
14) discourse
discour se
15)

(semantic mapping rules)
(macro-rules) . Kintch & van Dijk (1978:363-394)

125

tex
text
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Kintsch & van Dijk(1978)
(reference coherence)

.16) -
, (chunk)
(cycling) A7)
cycle cycle
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, (recency)
18)
16) van Dijk & Kintsch(1983:49-51)
(bridging inference)’
17)
(coherence graph for the proposition)
18)

Longacre & Levinsohn
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19)

van Dijk & Kintsch(197
Kintsch & van Dijk(1978), Brown & Day(1980), Hahn & Goldm
Kintsch & van Dijk (recall protocol
, Kintsch & va
Dijk (1977,1978)

(1) Kintsch & van Dijk

Cubeo (particle)
.(Kintsch & van Dijk (1978) )

19)

Kintsch & van Dijk (1978)
(?) . Langacker
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Kintsch & v
Dij k
(semantic mappings) ,
« )
Kintch & van Dijk Brown & Day Hahn & Goldman
a.
b.
a.
b.
* (labelling)
(title) ,
a.
b.
(van Dijk & Kintsc
1977:77-78) , ( )

, (decoding)
: ( )

, Kintsch & van
Dijk 4 20)
(Deletion):
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(denote)
(Generalization):
(super-concept)
(Selection) :
(denote) ,

(Construction):

(2) Brown & Day

Brown & Day(1983) Kintsch & van Dijk

Kintsch & van Dijk

(Topic sentence)?21)
, (Topic sentence invention) ,

20) van Dijk & Kintch(1977:68-69)

21) ‘topic sentence
‘topic  © . ‘topic
( topic, theme
). ‘topic-comment’

‘topic ‘ (aboutness)’ .

. ()
(
)
: « )
(1991)

‘topic sentence
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Kintsch & van Dijk ,

Kintsch & van Dijk

1)
2) (redundant)
3)
4)
5) ,
6)
1) 2) 3) 4)

’ () 5), 6)

Day(1980)

5 : 1 \ 3 ,
, O 1

, 3,

22)

(3) Hahn & Goldman
Hahn & Goldman(1983) Brown & Day(1983) ,

. Hahn & Goldman Brown & Day

Brown & Day

22) Day, J.D.(1980)
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, Hahn
Goldman (1983)
Hahn & Goldman
, 1) 2-3 , 2) 1 , 3) 1
, 4 6
, 6 )
6 , 4,6

(Topic Sentence)

Frederiksen

Meyer (1975) , , ,



132 4 (1994)

(

)

5.
1)

?
? :
23)
()
()
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(topic sentence) (supporting

23) Brooks & Warren(1949:331).

, . (H.Read. English Prose S
e. (1985:247) )
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(topic)

(signaling paragraph)

24) (1985

, pp.281-282)
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(assertion)
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