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Abstract

The study of English readability mainly focuses on first language learning and English
learning in an English environment (ESL). Chinese students learn English in a Chinese
environment, it is EFL. So, the studies on the readability of English texts are not
suitable for evaluating the English readability for Chinese English learning. An English
readability evaluation formula is designed based on the English textbooks published
by the People’s Education Edition from elementary to high school. This formula can
evaluate the readability of English texts according to Chinese English teaching plan,
and then recommend suitable English reading materials for Chinese students.
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HEIRRIE MR EEZGU T =AHH: —2F 1B e S, §xTa0g
BRE0)3, E . EEAFEARE2S)HE, —EESL (English as a Second Language) %
STRIRTEPERGY, ETX AR R BRE 2 S B RSB 22 ) B R, AR RHE A R -
FE¥>)9E, = ZFEFL (English as a Foreign Language) %> BJR[EEMEIFS, £H5FJEEHE 2
S EAEAEEEIME 2 S TR RRHE, P EEEETEY S HE .

REREALG T RIEHY:, 2000FHBEAMN T (LESHE FERERECER)) |
BRE T E NN BOE I S RiE 82 - N TIRAFIEE R, REHAAU 5
F AT R 3T — 8 B REEIEAG , DELE HIE ' RE S MR (B R7R - KB, 2003) - H
THREMEELHEETEFL, BT a5 /24 & FE A2 > e n, MNEFL#E
VB2 ST B A BRI AT S8 SO R AT BT

RO RIFETRE DN ARG RGBT BB E 24 2 ) S5 R5UR B AL 2 AT 3
PRI AT IRSCHVALREET: LAEIORAE T EIR; 2.8 28 B9 el A =0
WETEIEZEM TR EN, UEBA B 75T Jo IR TR E f SR O S AT IERR RO VEN; 3.0%
FEFHIE - AT & W ERIBZCA T I EE SUR AT A 30, HER S R E; 458 H
ARV BT B A TR TEE SR AT AR 5 X A ST AT IS4

2 MRER

SURT AR FOEE A =D WA HE 9 BARME - R AT REEERLZE %A
B TR, FHERE NI =D A E BRIV, &ENE—1EF %] - ESL¥
>~ BFL2: 3] =TT H ARG M RSB SOR AT EE A5

2.1 AR

LR S RARMER =R — R RIS FERFERET R, Flan)LEE Y
T ERaz Kidst & FERTELR D N T 210 RF « — R —EFE N sk 9 b et
FUL SR, AEER S & - M EFWESE . =21 BARP) 9B U SOR R Al sl
AL, BandE Sz ia T AREAL S . HERAL - SR IOGEF IS E R (Lexile) 4
WMARR, L TARF 2R EHE R 38 5 224 1 S RE ) T 50 1 — B & 22 A 1
BKPFRMA S B S IR E R, R E NI NS LEMRS ERIETTE, HEUETEE
J9BR-2000L -

2.2 AJEEVEIE R

SR AT SR N — M 7 Z T SO AT 4 UE B EIE SR SR AR o A B R
FEEWMTE: —MEETEM @R SEIERE, XMERE I Z R R E R A ORI
PR . 0 N LT 3O EFME, W3EECCSS (Common Core State Standards) 1EE
JE - CEFRIEEIESE (Menglin Xia et al., 2016; Sara et al., 2012) -

2.3 ATV T

BEl, % HPSORA RN T B FEE2E AE - FRYLEE S T EMRE % =
R (REZSE, 2018) o AFEETEE T X ORI FHEHA T E AT, FEAANEETER
TR SCA T B2 - RG] T IEF BEE TR ERVE « R U RECE HEF 7 53
73R AT R EN (Islam et al., 2012; Kumiko et al., 2010) 5327 ] VA H) B — Lo 228 0 28 15
T 0% Y B8 22 (R SRR AR, B 22 2 THT 2 S 5o SCAR Rl Se v R R, ot T o I SCAR B mT s (Jf
EE -« F7R, 2020; Cha M et al., 2017; Tovly et al., 2020) -
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2.4.1 REF-EFTAIREAAMR
HANE —-FF ¥ RETRMELSAMBRE . HE H B HFlesch
Kincaid «~ Fog~ ARI~ Coleman-Liau%¥ - Flesch-Kincaid/AZ00 T fR:

Y =0.39 %« X; 4+ 11.8 « X9 — 15.59

YREICRFrEARREFR, X R FERIAL, XoREIAFE T

2.4.2 RFEHE T AEEA KM (ESL)

ESL (English as a Second Language) A\ FZHIERERHIETIE  EIIEINTH 2] %
TERAREERER, McAlpine (2005)F8H: AJ KA IR S X JERRE 25 F P A B g, Haxit
FIESLAT R AN N proR:

Y = (X1 + X2)/X3

YZERF R, X RN EBIEE, Xoh/NRIEEL, X N A FEL
2.4.3 SIS TR ARPI(EFL)

EFL (English as a Foreign Language) AT, &% NOEIEIIBIAT,, RNLITE R T
TGS 22 BRI, TR ETOEZEINR, EFLAY T Al gE R NG & 22 i 225 -

1. AARSE AR A

EFLA R A LB EN 2 B0E H AR 2235 1 37 fIMiyazaki EFL Readability Index (Greenfield,
2004):

Y = 164.935 — (18.792 % X;) — (1.916 * Xo)

YFRORFEEIERL, X NBRIEKE GRFEE) | X WA PR

2. FREHEE A

HE B EAE RTINS PR —RERAE BT AKX, WEXRENEZE
7 (2005)F & F 1 AT EEME I & R SEERMSHT {3 H ) & Flesch A 20 - EF (2020) 785 #) 41 # 15
HORH R AT AR # T Lexile Analyzer, '©#&REEHTHM NN TR, —&
M —IE S AT R (1995) 2T RIAM A FHEETF & T SRl & 258 EitEARN:

Y:0.98*X1+0.1*Xg

Y=r]BEVE R, X =BT, Xo=F) FRERE -
XVLHT (2017) 68 LR EVATVE oI A8t T Al E A 5

Y =759+ 0.62 % X3 — 0.118 * X9 4 0.029 % X3 — 0.098 * X4

HA Y=FRKF, X =%, Xo=F0A%, Xs=RmLE, X="8a%. (A
LT R EE B DI AT )

gr TR, BREEE R LA TR S R 2 E RN IEE M A . R ASGHRIE R A
BN B = R BB, Bt T it & E RS B A A S

3 ET oA AT ESEB B AT B

KRBT B — 3 F % > (Flesch-Kincaid) ~ ESL(McAlpineit X A
U)MEFL (Miyazaki EFL Readability Index) FJ=2%0, W38 E ANBRR/D 22 5 3L
B AT RS EN, TR A R X = A 0O 3 E FE SO A I S SR . R
T,

(1) Flesch-Kincaid [T 1535 06 B2 R EFE R, FIKE/ NS — « ZERRERIEHI AT
BN R T 58— 1B B S MK ZEREIW R = ERAER B N TR
SJRIINEIK s R AR R B R RTINS BT 88— 15 B 2 ST IR K

(2) EHBESLARN, ESEI208IEFEES « 21-25 8% 5 ~ 26- 20K E M - 3040 LA E
NAEFEEME . AT, RE/DNFE BB S ERE AR MES AN KT 20, YA E AT
NIRRT, =P ZFERBM I MERN22, BTAESNER -
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(3) 35 EVEFL A 3 A 2 BB 90-100, 70 08 R AR SCAS T st PRl i+ [58) 12 Xe E k
e AT, /NERRTERME S EY N A0 L, U IEH & 5 W B, 9] Bb Ry AT R o (B
7960-70, B TAEHE 5 ARV &PEMRTIEEMER0E, BB TES HIRNTE
[ -

B | 2% | Flesch-Kincaid P ESL ] EFLVEMN
1 |0 EEFH] 9 JEHEESL |85 B
2 |0 eSS 9 HEEES |80 5
3 |1 FKE1FR 10 FEFES |18 B
INFE 4|2 E[E2ER 8 FEWHES | 87T BH
5 |2 EE2FER 7 EEES |93 BH
6 |3 FKE3FERH 8 FEHWES |4 B
7 12 EFE2ER 15 FEFES |10 B
wF | 8 |4 EE4FER 12 EEES |16 BH
9 |5 FEEFER 16 FEFES |69 o
10 |6 FLE6FER 20 EWEZ | 56 B
=11 |6 FE6FR 20 AEHEREZ | 55 BH
12 |7 FETER 22 A5 51 &5

Table 1: ZT EHATNAITGEEM A BV

PAES i a Bl HECA B—aNs A SR E & B B E S g 27 > i 5eiE SCR AR
M, AR 6 BEARE T T e [ S TR S R ) B DA ] B AR Y

4 TH [A) B B S A 3 B3 SO TS AR R T 57

PEAT AT S VI A0 B3R 2 75 R RE ARV AT BEAE o SRbroE URNS B Y T S 15 e, AL ISR
TERFEEME P RRE (W N22Bm i — 212D ER) DUABUR/ N2 DB b R AT
BEETERLE BT ATUEAR T I 1A FeE P12 5] (9 SUR ARV E IR T . B PIRETE .
ﬁéi%%lﬁ JEEREE - SO RRPERFE A - SORTT MR AU« R R A SO AT B S R bR
€

4.1  ANRMEERIEA R

AIEET NERRNE - O @R SE B, @i OCRIARIA A RSN #9757 155 208 5T
AT o HAPOCRIRAI M T & E#IZF I AEXT B R WA TR B, ZIh RIS X Al A
#90% AL, JEHIFEHET AR, SRESCA VR -

TR, AT T DN REICRERE, HREST0RIERL, EREERFLRL
F2o ASLRCRERE D NEBESMIREN R, H A OR3155 AT it A =M
&, DRSSO 155%5 A T Bt A S AIRIE «

MrBe | SE9 | STREL | BB | 4E% | SCRBL
1 24 w7 42
2 24 8 48
N3 34 9 41
4 53 mH 10 39
5 55 11 41
6 49 12 20

Table 2: FEFEZM EAF

4.2 FREBEE SRR B RE
SO A P ARIE — B9 = AR IR (Heilman et al., 2007): 18% - AR M SR, 454+
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RPFF BRI, A RHHE LS =85 DAL 1A CPEAG . ZTAMELy
F shiAfgus ) - AR (CPEAK) L RES ARIGAE) -

BEAh, FATEE S E T R E A L B R AR, SRR AR 5487,
BrT OERF ZRAMFE, 08 LUN ZRAHE R Fe [ 2 A AT 5 1 R i £ 2R 2

(1) WA e WEIANUEA) TGN, FF B2a 2 A S B SUASE R — e R, PRI AL
TGP SR AT SOARAFAE: - AT EL AL AP A

(2) HME AR o fn g SERIEFE R SCRTF RIS - A%, Ttziar (2014)7E183CF
Fean 4 SRV AT M RFIE L — - BT O ER DUKEFERF R, 220 SR IE A ) S E 6 44 55
R RFEARSORRI AT B, A ST ASI E i 42 SEAA HU IR PP AR AL -

(3) HFHIERRIG - 15 5E B0 FIA 51 3 AT MR AF 0 DX A R B2 ST e « BB AR
By BLaA L RE T 0 R BRI AR o SO R X SR R 5 AR AT R, A BRI
B B FTA  H =20 AR )RR/ SOR TR, H R TR o R =D R TR
TS

LRLEFTIR, ASCERI0DATEVERFE, 23008 LIAREFIES . PR . A
B BHTARMEG EE L WIS R A B R 2 A RAHES D SFEAIR . NAIEL BT
MEIAIR; 3 RESAFIE2D: ARG LG - S E a2 LA e -

4.3 FET LN R AR S PSR R %t
4.3.1 SEESCASELH

TEFFAER BUZ BT & o0 SR FAT A, M AF SO, 45 51601 R
W Tm” ~ “can’t” 55 o FFALHEUSS &) TIREAREE 6 44 SR B SEROR . =208 A 82 M
HERK I A B HIREF 43 T EStanford CoreNLP (Manning et al., 2014) -

4.3.2 FEEGFE

o AR S B 104 SCARFAE BEAT AR S A0 AT, R IA N M P 2R & 2 1A AR 5 REUK
TFo80F, WAREME. LREAH, 10N FERFEHETEFREMR, 258 FHAKS
3 )] H:0.856; I A5 M AT H1:0.825; FII M A)AI K5 M A) H:0.804 « AR ST
2 AR MG SR SRR R, R T PHaREE, RARIEMREMI0T2Z R
T8N (FEAEGH . HHEIEER . K . SRS . ARG . CSPEAaK . A
WAL < SNE a2 SR ) -

4.3.3 LRt IRIRIE

HTRATBEF R Z 2R TN AR, ASCR A M G5 E3# 7 B394 - ERJE
FEH AR CHERR T ShiAFEGE T~ AR LI FP A K =N RE, B ge it T4
DU PR R (F1=173.855, p<0.05; F4=278.304, p<0.05) , VBHFFEAIEIF%%
BRI - A TEMER THINZE, SARFEHIFE S . FRIAEEE . KiAFEY
Ho~ SPIEK s SME AT A SEAR LG o RS AR 2 SRR A TR, RIS AR

LSRR A LRSS

LA RS — R B S HIR T R AT H R &1 IES KB LR E - RJT#
i1, AR s . AP HEERT=0.818, Fn AW ERSLS%HIZ S, il
BRI o AR =0.815, A EH TR .

2.[E A FEFRRS

mETERRS, EREAE B E B AN R EEm, FAGEAFMESRKL, B2
=02 2 R R . A YpE/NTF0.058, R FRIE A BEIE T o A SEES o R AT
KIF=278.304, p=0.000, /NT0.05, UiAAIZMERAFLGIEIT -

3. EEA R TR

FIRE 7 5, BFEN B EHTRMRLRE . X A2 EEMpE/NT0.058, M7 AH
A RNEAE BE R . WR3R, ARLIE AT AT H 05 48 & FIp(E# /N T0.05,
W TTRE . HES T EAREHEDLER AT, TEFKET (VIF) #/NTHEE
0%, REANFEAESLENE .

ASCE T RSB AT AR

Y =234.129 — 267.192 x X1 — 164.101 * Xy 4 3325.361 * X3 + 13.31 * X4 + 445.494 * X5
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R SR ES ﬁ?ﬁﬁéﬁ ¢ o S RS A
B fREE%E | RAK 8 | 72  VIF
(=) 234.129  58.173 4.025 | .000
ZARFREL -267.192  47.132 -.143 -5.669 | .000 | .93  1.075
A -164.101  54.518 -.112 -3.01 | .003 | .426  2.348
4 WHIAEER 3325.361  311.494 448 10.676 | .000 | .334  2.991
R SLEIEN 13.31 1.294 416 10.284 | .000 | .359  2.783
SNE R SEAR LB | 445.494  112.032 104 3.977 | .000 | .854  1.171

Table 3: [E|HRETIE

HepY=mMa%, X =2MEG, Xo=%HiASt, X;=FRmERE, X,=F
BRI, Xs=FME & LA LE - HEEI BB EE NN — BT RN RS~ THEE
SIS R A B A ARSGREFEINE IR A AT AL - BREA TR B
&, REXAEEBE - WNIERBELIESRRE, %A HAE SR EREZENTI

25 &
4.3.4 FETEFPIT SR E

ASCAE AT ERHE B SCIS SR ITIT R, RIS EN, RS AR KB 5 /N
2EFHH RS TN BERESXE, WNFRFTR . BT —HIEFEE SRNERHENK, KL
B5-TERRIBN T —NER -

X 553 X Al

1252 (/NERERE) 0-100
-4, (/NERERER) 100-160
5-TFL (/NEEFRE - V) 150-230
8-9FERH (- #=) 210-360
10-1252% (&) 360-500

Table 4: FLKL 53 PR

5 SEUg
5.1 SRRt

ERAF AT SO& T A S ABRIEIE M L T E /N AT BB s sy (2
BHIERILRS) FHATRUE  [FIE A SRR R 3 E R 5 A B R /MEY (BRI E Bl ) LoE
W) M OCRR) RINEAFHT TN .
5.2  FEMSE R

15 N B AT S 3 0 s P A ST 20 I SR A 15 58 SUAEAT VI SR B8 IE 4 7R v
M, GRARSPIR -

FR | R | "ol | HEFR
1-2 10 23-110 | 80%
3-4 30 72-173 | 88%
5-7 51 136-244 | 84%
8-9 29 203-387 | 74%

10-12 | 35 324-478 | 80%

Table 5: M EE AT SEPEEM]
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—R 97  FKE1-2F%
=% 143 FRE3-4F%
USESS 157  FRE3-4FR
K 209 FES-THER
Ay 225 FRES5-THEY
Table 6:
MR AT,
LERMFF A B A S PR -
3. (FH)

(BERIEFIEARS) AT

“f B RFIIE SN AL R A K 2 HRRAL R A TR E S 2 ST AR R - B H £
H) 35 (mH) - 6% (K2E)

ZIL, HEAEET . BRBE . A NRICEZTEN - BBEEWEE D AATREI6HIL £
MRS, BRBENEEERBIRARER, RN AR CNERER) -~ 125 (1]

+H
(% W0 222 lI%5%)
Cu3ae)

MIZ A AR EL T 2R A A R B R ) 4 E ATV, e (a2 B ALEE)
i) H—# . HIFNEERINEZTIrR, HTWARR VENZEAE, BRENETEC

ity TR, (ERNE AR AT SR B %, BT - AT I

ERZ AP R =, SEINE & R A 1

R B F
I
=

L&
3266

(FH) RIIpT

A SCA F M
502 FEEFHLLE
652

3470
(FH) RIS AT S

Table 7:
4. QI EIPRD JLTE)

FE=HLLL

6 Mt

1IOh-H

BT (GIFTERRDILETE) B MRIAERENTUL, PO A E&2-6 500K, NH%—
20 (SIFEPR D LIEE) 2-6FF SR AT I B 45 SR AR 8 7R -
prid, ZEEPBEIME S RE NEmE o) h AL

=

B E )TN A (Flesch-Kincaid) ~ ESLFUAZ(McAlpineit LA « PARARIGEITHIA
HRSH &N, ZRFEHE A EE-SEREERE, NTHEIE
AITEIT AATENE R R, ZEBEE3FRLL, BIE—

S HERRBNES -

SRR R - 57
SO R E 4 5 ST SR R R, BT AN B o — 261 24 R BB SO B T
AT AR, HARER T H AR SCR AT SEEAEA TRA H  THIAR LS, SRR T
R EEFLE SIS 0 E . WA S B TR SR ANE G AL, FILERF &
b

H

hE, 20214E8H13HE15H
22

EEE ORI R 2 CE KT R A A B R E ORI B R AR, 2R
EHhG

R R A& BI85 2 (R 4 o B <R B SR RE VISR A0 <0 R A&7 - <)
e B S EFE SR LR, BE TER (GBS BESRERNEZIC . A=
REVH B AN R HEIEL « ANFARIE « AS[FESEKCP BT R SRE 3 FR 5K - AR SN R 2

TR SN I60% SCASFEAT TV, 1R R 25 SRR TR -

MEESFIFH, AR IR AER 0 #RAES0% LA b, BERERI R N81.2%, WA HIIIRL
RIS - ATOFERLET mm PN B, SCAR AT REFIEM, SEERD AN EE
2. (BEEIIEHIERS])

F3607r, B LUZRT BRROVETVERS AR — 28 o 32 PR B A% AU R 2 S E RS MY AT T s

B2 34017 )
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Fleschi¥l ESL¥E AR 2
FEIFER | 8 FEFEES | 124 FKEZ-AFYR
EE3FER | 14 EHEES | 201 FLES-THEY
EEAFER | 15 EEES | 2271 RE-TEHR
EESFER | 17 EHEES | 263 FRER-9FL
EESFEL | 19 FEFEES | 303 FKES-9FEL

mm%wwg

UL U = W =

Table 8:  (SIFEFRDJLEETE) FIEPEIE

HETEH AR A, SKIIEM, %A FCHPFIN 4SS SR AE B I B ] A AR AR IS S i [
PEN

HTRIEER, ACMET10D SORTHRMERAL « SRRV IEBOT T ] 3t
AR, AR DAL AT SRR LA AP IS ZE S50 5 T T st — 2B BT 5 -
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