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Chang, Ji-Yeon. (2022). A comparison of the text types of the 2013-2022 CSAT English
reading passages. Modern English Education, 23(3), 10-23.

As a follow-up study to J. Y. Chang (2022), the purpose of this study was to examine the
text types of 250 English reading passages in the 2013-2022 College Scholastic Ability Tests
(CSAT) based on Biber’s (1989) typology. The computer software Multidimensional Analysis
Tagger (MAT, Version 1.3.2) (Nini, 2019) was applied to identify the text type of each passage
with its dimension scores. Text types were then compared between the norm-referenced
(2013-2017) and criterion-referenced (2018-2022) assessment periods. Results show that the
most frequently occurring text type was involved persuasion followed by general narrative
exposition, scientific exposition, and learned exposition. In particular, involved persuasion,
scientific exposition, and learned exposition together accounted for 64% of the total reading
passages. Between the two assessment periods, there was no significant difference in the
overall distribution of the text types. However, the proportions of scientific exposition, involved
persuasion, and learned exposition increased in the latter period. These results suggest that
there was a tendency in the CSAT English reading passages to reflect the text types that
students experience at college and measure their preparedness as college students.
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2001; Crosthwaite, 2016; J. Kim & K. Kim, 2019; Liu & Xiao,
2022; Nini, 2019; K. Park & E. Hwang, 2019; K. Park & E. J.
Kim, 2016, 2019; H. Yoon, 2012).

B 3=, Y. Chang(2022)2] 34 AGL2 4] Biber(1989)
O HAE 33 E57 AAE 485t 2 108 52H2013-
202280 E) 2|97 5 o] Y71 AR "9AE R3S
A mpetetaiAl gttt tEA Q] HIAE R AA Rl A=
7h SPHA AR FIAE A EA T BIAET AR E= A
2 1k 25 A A2, Biberd] §1AE {5 5 Al
= HIAE A FAo] AFEH 8 o] EAS NP &
F AAlCIt. &, AE7T HAE Qi A 7R = &4 i
312} SIthH, Bibere] HIAE {9 £57 A A= HAE Y]
Hoj A ARE Qojg2 gAES BEsl 2] Wi sl &
= Ath(Biber, 1989). Biber®] B]AE -4 Z57 A A oA &
At 79 HIAEE AojF 0= m-- FAISIEE, Biber?]
HAE {9 E57 AAE ARSeE FE2kAdatglo] /1o
A FAMVI= Ald BAES HT 4= Qlo} wabA] 2 A
ol A:= Biber®] B]AE {3 E57 AAE 7o E 2T &
5 G0l Y71 Aol 5t sk "9IAE 5 ofH &
o] 9 AEQ} RAREA| sl A} gt

ERF 2 Ao A= 2013-20228PA = 5 Fof 7] A
B A Ert 717H2013-20178ME )3 A E7} 717k
(2018-20228Pd )0 & o] HJAE §3S v waluA}
Qe 2 g5 Fololl oA 7 2 Wl A7 e
dolzt & &= it Attt G g rtolA= 39
Aol A =AY FH ol Wt 24 H 55l et A
A9 gt JaFE 7131tk 181 a2 275k A
9] H =2 Fol A1FY dolof o) 24 H-Hrt.
wepA Aojg7E7t EEHA A[F Y] dolw=r} drpt &
FAE L A=A7E ES F851E 4= v gl Aol
a5tz o] Aol dolkol AF A JF=
7N A= 7] A2 o] FEE AiE 7 = o] & o] &
2 o] H| KU, Y. Chang, 2018, 2019a, 2019b; Y. Shin,
2019). 137} 314 J. Y. Chang(2022) A7} £9] o)A
3} o]F 9] =5 Fof Y7 AZo] AoAREY Holl Lupt
LHdZ & FAIoHL A=A HEZI 1. Y. Chang(2022)
9] A7 A 1087t 227 S5 Fof ¢7] A2l 2+
A5 AdB7E =9 o]Ay} o] F= vhro B W FITHE,
£ AFolA = S5 GOl 7] A 9AE fS A
B7} =] o]} o] F & WHiro] Bl skalA}; ghet T12]ar
Biber(1989)2] G717} Biber(1988)2] T} B4 ZA3}E A}
B3 A v R R, 2 A 9A] 1Y, Chang(2022)9] tf
A B4 s AMESto] §IAE /32 B0t} §F
t}. o]&3t A= J. Y. Chang(2022)3} B] W 5lo] $~%5 9 o]
71 A29] /1014 B4 B £t AHE 0= ot

s ulwe 4 ek

Il 02X B 2 M3 317

1. Biber(1989)9] HIAE R 2F M|

Biber(1988)= 1oAY ¥lo|& A-5}7] 915l 23719
F20] sFot= 481719 HIAE(RF Zar)o] dfsf 16719
8 5 o) &3t 67719 i Ao EA= AHESto
L 9l B-A(factor analysis) A FHT}. Biber= 24 = 67119
8210 sFot= T8 o] 44 dH o= FAsto] o] &
6719 AFF o 2 sfA A} &4 A 1(Dimension 1, D1)2
ol Ad-A B A (Involved vs. informational production) O 2
SEZ} AT BAI AFL A, J A2 EA
E 9] A A}-H] A A (Narrative vs. non-narrative concern)2]
ArE 7HXI ZAHY 3(D3)2 YA 2E/d (Explicit
vs. situated-dependent reference) Q& EIAE 9] ZZ}7} XA
thg AR 02 X FsKaA) ofe ete] olZele] 4
HehEAE el Aol A9 4D4SE AL DI
2472y el AE 7} A d AEAJ(Overt expression of persuasion)
T} FAHAJ-8]5A4Ad (Abstract vs. non-abstract information)2]
AEE Holth npAg o = 2H 6(D6)Q! AAIE FH A
11 A4J(On-line informational elaboration)> BIAE 7} A A 71O
E YHE Hgoh= A go] drf 24 dEEt

T4 A5Lo]| A Biber(1989)= tHAkl £4] A4S 7]5ES.
E o= "9AE {39 EF AAE /L3 gutd o s )
AEE EFohs HEAQ] A A= FE(genre)o|th. 1Lt
2= HAES F/J5k= Q1018 EHE Sl 57 A Al
7| H e} SR AR] BIAE A4 A3 IAETE AR R =
FGE v O Sk 57 AAR & 4= qiok web 22
FER 2R "9AED sl E H§AE ARH ddoj=
-9 ohE 4= Qloh. ol FEE 7|2 A 02 HAE o5
ol Al 7}elAl= ®lF=3to] 7] WHizo|t}. ¥ Biber= E]AEO]
ARG ?1019] A S B2 A HF3HE Al=F o
o, o] Sfal HAHE B4 AskBiber 198812 AHETE. 2,
Bibert 840 AL§: 91012 VMO 2 S A R
A ORI TA T, o] 15 AA] T2 SUT 53
o] HAEE QlojH o 2 Ul FAIL FUet §70] b
SAEL Qo0 2 Ul theha & 4 ek

EJAE {3 (text type)2 £57517] 913 Bibers S8&=7}
M =2 o AR 1-5)9] .91 A5 ARE-sto] 481
M9] IAEO] taf -5 E-4(cluster analysisyS A A| LT
11 A3}, 7P fARE A AeE Ald "IAES0| Bof 6
o] 8-S P51, F 871 Fdol BAEUATHE 1,
2% 1), 3= Biberks 28 24719] A7} 10 0l}< o
AEE SAHE HAE (core texts) 2, 10 29 HIAEE F
HEL "I AE (peripheral texts)= 74340 &, 78 S4HTH
AL PNeas BAEE g 2, 5 AT HAE
o] EA el Aol S92 Adcky & 5 ek
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TABLE 1
Biber’s (1989) Classification of Text Types
Number of texts
Text Gel %
ext types res Core Peripheral Total ’
Intimate
Cl interpersonal Face-to-face conversations, telephone conversations between personal friends 22 1 23 478
interaction
I In.formatl_onal Ir_lteerews, business telephone conversations, face-to-face conversations in profes- 49 24 73 1518
interaction  sional contexts
3 Sc1en.t1.ﬁc Academic prose texts (natural science, engineering/technology, medicine), official 28 15 43 894
exposition  documents
ca Learned Academic prose (the humanities, social sciences, education, law), press reportage, 53 18 1 1476
exposition  official documents, press reviews, popular lore, biographies, hobbies, religion ’
cs  Imagmaive pon 47 13 60 1247
narrative
General  progg reportage, press editorials, general fiction, biographies, humor, press reviews,
Co6 narrative . .. 117 33 150 31.19
exposition academic prose, religion
C7 Situated Sports broadcasts 7 5 12 249
reportage
Involved  Interviews, the telephone conversation between disparates; spontaneous speeches,
. . o e 22 27 49 10.19
persuasion  prepared speeches; popular lore, professional letters, religion, humor, editorials

Total

345 136 481 100

c2

Ccs c3

Cé

Cc4

cs C1 Cc7

FIGURE 1 Distribution of Text Types in Biber’s (1989) Corpora

94 24 1(Cluster 1(C1): AU ol uA F54-8
(Intimate interpersonal interaction))X} w3 2(C2: AE Ag
A} G A8 (Informational interaction))y+= 2} 2, X4 3, A1 4,
A SN M AR 2, B 2 BE 2ol
o7 0|0 B (D), A SJEele] kg A Hsh
L %2 ACkDy). b T 27 B 8 2o 9

Bkl J 8-S 9Ie Bake B 5 gck ot i 2
1o 29 1(t4-FEA)NA Fol7t gL, o]
F Aol A5 AH8 2] Bao] Tk Ao 711kt 5, 2
o shAjot 3 k0] BAS AP S AT ABOR,
29 2k 8 AGL BHOE e JEAgoT FoF
2 9lek. 7b 24 10 ek chateh Abalel 7S 7o)

ok o rr

.
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At ey, 4 200= QIER, H2Y A A3} hg), Aot
WA oA o] AH theprt 2= ]l

o3 3(C3: 1FsH4] A (Scientific exposition))T} w7
4(C4: SF55l A (Learned exposition)y= A 1, XY 2, X}
A3, A 40| A Z A7t YT &, F 2R B AEE
Al5staL(D1), BIAAFA o] H(D2), A|A] /2 HIAE Qb
Al HAIA 0 &2 XA om(D3), 52 JUTHDA). =
o] Zpol= A 5(F/3-HIF/d ol A A = =T,
T4 32 7129 W8 FAR ZAIE ARgste] A
St R, T 4= Y 30 Hs E Ve A E2 E &+
ARl ZAR ALgct. A2E AmEH 23 30= A
sl F87&, 95} #oke] gk 4hEol, A 40= QT
o}, ASlael, W, ¥ o] She AhEo] T E QI+
3= 554 FAARE EUA] EZ 22N HAEO
shy APshS Fofotd = o], #4404+ FEH
FERE S5 729 A18E BN FIE 180
ojago] ztzt weleta & 5 9ok

3 5(C5: AAFA A AKImaginative narrative))= T 2}o]|
OJEsto] AA| t/dZ A o™ (D3), A HollA 444
0]A] F3(D5), A H A H = ool 21t 294 U3
(D). 27 59 7P & 542 =921 AAMIl gleH
(D2), & 58 75 "9AE F tiZo] &Hol]t.

5] 6(C6: Yt A A A8 (General narrative exposition))
2 7P B2 HAES HAskal 9llom, 1970 A=2] 150
N AAEFEAR GAE 1177), FHE 9AE 337071 =
SFE AT 4 62 R 3 E T 49} mRRIZ A 2 A H /o]
EUAIRHDI), T 5SAE AAM FA E=QITHD2). &, 712
Ao g FHF Agsh= ABZolAT S5 olop] A& 7]
Ho| AREH HAETFF 602 EFE| ST

3 7(C7: A% B X (Situated reportage))S] 73 & E4
o e AT 1) T weo] EDITTE Holg
oh E3F ] 72 AAH(D2), A5/(D4), F373(D5) &
S R Uk 2, WAAE|R 08, AAEAE A5
St Aot M ek, B4 wolA 2 o] 4E]
A P =l AT BAHol ) ket A 4817 B
E % 24 72 2R gAY 7 71 A9em12),
Y2 i 72 Anz FA A0E ehdth FuE A
E2 FAT G| W2 S22 A& A AP A
A 7FO 2 H o= AF2 o,

R el 3] 8(C8: Tod % AE(Involved persuasion))y 1
o] FollA & &= %ol AA| 24 F A5 (D4)e] 7T =4
UERTh 74 89 Bt A A= &, o (D)
Al(D3)9] A= vl A =0kE HHH, AAM(D2)2t 54
A(D3)2] = vl A Wl 34 8ofl= 7|24 0 =2 5
AHA A7} A=A ] Foi it A SR A(D), SHAY
ALY 24E WAISAY AA=ARE ASstaAt ohe =
A& AY=(D4) §|AETL 35 o] F90th B3 HR=AE

BESEA (DY) BAlO] HHE AR 2o 2HS T2
(D) EIAE oJx] 24 8] 7452 FE T

Biber(1989)0] =9 E|AE {89 7l4(F 871)7F 8
Zurt 48 o9 AR} 1] AR o] 7]
% 1 9lo] oJel & ALgsto] BAES A4S dlEole}
I HSITH "AE {33 SN T o Fosfjof T ARG
Biber(1988)2} 0}/ A &2 Bl AE Ho|(text variation)”} A
542 ek Holtt. %, sl YA 54 fao
& EREe A2 e 7300 Blel s 139 S45
W24 28] WEolch, oRolA] Fsl Al EaE B
AAN F=e}t ] gIAE {FL2 HIAE A FAlo] ARE-

£ 30 o] B4E 7| 2 HAES WSl
27 AARA B2} o] GAES ofafel 6] 2 &
=o°] g Aotk

2. Biber(1988, 1989)2| Cix[¥ &AM LU HIAE Q
=5 MA 712 A

o2

HAES BAT U AWshe dAY 24 e 3
A & 7 &2 B58 4= Qlth(Sardinha et al., 2019). A =H
A Biber(1988)9] Aol HA Foj7l ElAE Lyet
G20 9lo] BASS e AAoR 2ol S
37, 7 998 FHIIE £ Aol S45L YMoz
BAfslo] D40 Aelow HHshs ST thAhe B4
(a full multi-dimensional analysis, a full MDA)o|t}, T2 Hf
¥le Fol2l BB epd % elof B45) B3}
(normalization)¥ RIEE tA}O 2 Biber(1988)2] &4 2
7j9] 8 2ol SHE] BF U HEUAE A8}l &
3K standardization) & AAIgE &, 71E 2pof wet 4=
E AAFSH= B 0 2 7EARA thY B4 (an additive multi-
dimensional analysis, an additive MDA) Q. & &¢It} &F4sH
T 2400] QloAFg o] Al2e AU WS AL
2R g, /M A B4E Folxl gAET] Y]
& oA elat Aokt Aot THEAIE Tershs ¢
99 2o} WelA Biber(1988)2] £4 2318 Brf2
ol 74 A BAL SAES vwsiA s
of] AT0IA 2144 0.2 ALGE|o] YTHALSumi, 2012
Biber & Finegan, 2001; J. Y. Chang, 2022; Conrad, 2001,
Crosthwaite, 2016; J. Kim & K. Kim, 2019; Liu & Xiao, 2022;
Nini, 2019; K. Park & E. Hwang, 2019; K. Park & E. J. Kim,
2016, 2019; H. Yoon, 2012).

94 Conrad(2001y= Biber(1988)] Tt BAL ALE
Sto] BU3t She AltolZtE Fofof we 18| Ak
2o wz} oA Ho] thE 4= U3 HSOHLA A
t}. 53] 7P 24 Q1 Eok= 1HrE= AAEstat gkt
< H|w5E7] I8 Conrad= &3 5 et £ofollA, I
ALeE 5 u|=t GAL Eofol| A 7+ 207]9] A =3t 949
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et nAE YF FE5to] A HS4E A Conrad
= A 13 2 29] Apolof] FE5=H], 7HE AR 1(3He
J- BA)ol A= F =oFe] et WA = Foko] At 1=
ZEO M7t =0kE v, A 2(AAH-H] A Aol A
= = GAF 2ok tish wAfet At =] AJES} Zok
O] the} WAL} At = E o F7H A UE T 5, )
At B QEAG D)2 AY AT, ek WA= 2ok A
glo] Mzt TAE U¥HAQl Y-8 v A4l o] B3t =
Ao A AL sfiof stEE o W2 Agat A7t 29kd
ghofl ot whabA] tfst wAE At =rEo JEAg9 A
LZ7h GA et BH o] Je BE HAAM(D2)S A
URJgk w13 @A 2ofe] dhst wAle} Q1T RS of e
= QA AAL TR glo e At Rofe) et 1
Ao} 17 g ohe AR S] A} ofelA) Lhe Ao
2 5ot}

Biber?} Finegan(2001)2 53t
£ B40] uje} 29 Aol7} UG
QIst7] Q1 ml=tah F=ofl A g
A Z(Introduction), B (Methods), A IH(Results), +=2
(Discussion)Z W01 Biber(1988)2] tha} E4S 714k
o2 AAIFH 94 oJst A =E2 ANtY o R JHE
A=A Aok Aol Wl Z2H(DI), == H|A
AHA0|31 0™ (D2), Aot ti/d= AlIXHA 5714 weto]]
OJESHA] §FAL = Qofl A FAA 0= HA|SEALA} o
(D3), =AHo] AL HEHo 4| Qgkonl(Dd), F4Holg)
thDs). Lt SR fojule Aol Wy,
0] 22 F 0 HuAT AEHE, AR 2ae 7}
A w2 AR FAEE, B R Y e 24
A& Ad Ao &2 YERT] Biber?} Finegan ESH u|=t 9]
of At =23 G 95t A =o] A 13} A 59714
2017} A HAP. &, vl =2 = =2l H]
S EE HoFsiA AEstarat sk Aol Hot Zid vt
9, G =2 U= =120l BIsf B /42 0|31l Biber2}
Finegan o|2{gt Z}o|7} vl F= 7+ A4} 10fARE-<
O] Zpolof| A BIZ = ITtar s A 5]t

WA 27EE F AL} tEA Liut Xiao(2022)= A+
189 Bt o] 910} Biber(19889)9] THH BT} o
o] Biber(1989)9] BIAE (3 &5 AA% A ARSI
Liu®} Xiaot 5] A =i 5 A8 HE-S S Hofof o}
2} Bl wstarA} itk o] fls ArE]atst HokolA= 3-8

£ BE0hg 253t0] 7pbA thpe B4 AA g 1
ATk A 1@ EA), YD 244H), A4S
oA Abslatst Hopoh xteltal Lok 7+ fojulat Xjo]
7H AR 7H ok mE ARE g Agst
e o] AL, AeAutsto] Alslashact A4 4

57t & o £kt v F Fof B AAMYQ] T ok
A9k, ARSlafsto] ZtATStH T AAMI Y] 7t & B =
U ESF F Fof BF HE49 HETh EQIA, vkt
A2 Apg)Ftsto] At utstE T A5 0] A7 & o w3k
o} ofmlet Zpo| 7 IAE A 3(FAE-ASR A=)
A 5(F/47)0lA F ok B AR Wt
oJEste] 2 A Aok Hot TAE 2 PASt 52 55
= FAIH & YAISH= Aol A oH, FEAL 73
A 5H, A BAME 52 Bl Q1 B4 gle Y
2ol 82 ALshA ek 1S A A7 o)
AE FE3 AATet A =70 48 FE2 AYER
oj A= Zpo]7} FAEFY O Lt Biber(1989)2] HIAE {3 +
2AAS 4L, Boo] 2 FES E S
d(Learned exposition)(C4) 2. & E-7=| ]}

Biber(1988)2] ThA #-41-2 Sk AHEETE ofu 2} @lof
913} B hofyl Sh5AMY] FAHES H| WSk o= ARE
4= At} 71 K. Park¥} E. Hwang(2019)2 7F4HA TR &
48 55t} Yojule] FARLOCNESS Ly 8 o
H] e} o] FAHZ(881H )y H| w3t 4] Zxfof] =
A9l 13} 249 42 A2 Lolx) 2ol A Blelofrle] o
22 Hojvle] FAE} vl sto] 2 2polE Holx] 29k
o &, 7 QAR At B oRke] vl AR Rl Aok w3l
OH(RH 2), A - HIAE QoA FA|H O A&
SO H(R} 3), tha Aol AThAM 5). THEE H]HojHl
9] FAHE2 Hofnle] Azl BIsh ol go] mi-- =A Y
B o (R} 1), AH419] AE B oA Hslof sk
AT FESE ol SetAES Ao H7|dlof 5t=71)
o= Bk Aot A3} st o] W2 HEAGS
Ho|F AR 4). K. Park¥} E. Hwang ] 2|3t 2}o|&
2L Gk ofjH] tgfAgo] obA] 2 B A A1 A Q] o] =0
At YA ARt o st

J. Kim®} K. Kim(2019) %A] Biber(1988)2] ThHel 241
< 7Moo = #8510 Yofyl 200753} Bl HojTl tshY
260079 0] /gt JAHE-S v| Tt International Corpus
Network of Asian Learners of English(CNALE)of| 4] “cljs+A)
ofZHlo|EQ] 524479 FAZ Z4H FHES B4
spo Hegon, vlelolql sHYSo] 24T B
FA] gof ol w2t 24, T, T4, Ila
ek ol 41 AA7-E 3} hEA I, Kimath K. Kim® 9J2H2:9] 2}
QS Pt Al GRS SAE §3S v BB
&, Biber(1989)9] $7] 2 o2 AFSEA] 917, W2l
b s, A5 R, SEA YA ARt 24 25
of = Hof19] FAHZH H|Yo]Rl ] FARZolA 7HE
o] 543 HAE 9L S olglch thet wlglofle]
FAEONA = TEA] Fof 2ol Wt FlAE Fgo] &
9 T Uebdet 71 1 W] GAHRol AL A
£ The02 G2 HAES ol AFSE U w27, 5

L
oA
o

:

ook

I_ﬂcjj
ju:
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o, Tl AT RO 5% thal & tiskeol

ol AgEolTt S8 qjslET} shEd YAES) Ba 3
ol HTHS

o, tfshe 233 S ko] Jziao|
A, SR g AEL 2yt 13 Wrte] gl A 7T
o] HZE|QIrt. o] 23t AT 7]¥Ho & I Kim
7} K. Kim2 H5719] o] S-go] wrekglol] ket 247
4] 4] oA o]l A BolH 2 vHA] H, LA He
BAE 93 A Hsfatth Hopt

% ool 9] AF-S BAGH 7|2 ASo] oj3)uyt 7
By} 2+ thA A9l Qlo] EAo]| o2k Mg x| d 5t
J. Y. Chang(2022)-2 Biber(1988)2] thx} EA41& 7|dto =
A7t 29 A% % o] 9] X Fo] 24 HRE w]
T} 20138HA E5E] 202281 74| O] X4 4ol wh
21 S5 oo] 9l7] NBS 9 WAL HXAY, 3y FEA
Eo] BAJo] who] ALGH ElAE R A, At S Ty
At B9t A5 28-S 93k BlAE T} ohd Exjo]A] A
BE okl Aekshe BlAE 2 UeRIThDI), ¥ S5
ol 7] A Foll= TA A4 BAL, 3214 AL S B
A} So] ZA] o] go] ALEH]A] gko} AALH Q] EFo] Ho]z|
OFOITHD2). 3t 2% do] Q7] AT A|7F HALol L, %
4 FAPo] 7, HALS £ F Alglo] o|Z3to] TiARS: %]
Asl7| K} Zo] W Bxjo] 91x] o WH-THA| A3t HAlsh 5
& B35 A= qARS EIAE QlofA] 1A H 0 & A&t
T2} FehD3). 24 4EA)R} 2L 5EAHA of H3A)
A)o] 5 2 o, 5% o] 97| B BAAL o |
254}, AE BA} So] BAo] gho] ARE|R] Oko} Ext2
AESE L BAEE ol Qe Hhd, HA}, Biat 5
o, 1A BAE o] BAlo] who] AREE A9l A
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TABLE 2
Overview of the Corpus

Academic years Number of Number of
Assessment
(Type) passages tokens
2013 30 4467
2014 (B) 20 3530
2015 25 3801
NRA
2016 25 3989
2017 25 4066
Sub-total 125 19853
2018 25 4163
2019 25 3997
2020 25 4077
CRA
2021 25 4027
2022 25 4065
Sub-total 125 20329
Total 250 40182

Note. NRA: norm-referenced assessment; CRA: criterion-referenced
assessment
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FIGURE 2 Setting of the Multidimensional Analysis
Tagger (Version 1.3.2)

£ Aol 7} SPAE 4% o] 917] A|&o] ojH
AE §goR Ao A Holsl] A8 HAE 4
2Ag shiwd 97 A8 AR} obd 77e) AEde A
A & 2507 971 A0 HAE G mold ¥, o

YR EAE §90] HiEde} W g e 7o) nxut
o2 97 AR HAE $3 AHA 7} H8H A7)
(2013201781 A =)t AeE7E7t A8 A]7](2018-20225F
W2 thro] BlZgs, £ Uue] 544 FAE A
Bk %, 2 Aol E ohEst £ B % Pae] 24
(SAE §9) B3} FAA) o358 selskaz fic. of
= 9190 7011 AL AXFoF S, A 47} o] 4
st p%}:‘é‘ AAsE7] Y8l 1 49] e A (Fisher’s Exact
Test)S F-24F 5%(e = 0.05)0)|4] FZ(two-sided) HAH L
= AAIZ SA 240l R(Version 4.1.2)0] ARG H RAT.

V. 97 Z3} Y k=
1. 201320228145 45 0| 27| XI2Q| HAE
28 74

37 19 32 201320228 & S5 o] 97] AR
o] ojf HIAE fP o7 FHHUEA HolErh $A df
T 717kl 7P wol WAt §lAE /3L HolE A5
(C8)" 0]t &, ARt A4k o] R -2 ot Al &
A9 F4E EHUAY =AE A5tk &2 A A
E5lHA SA]0] AEE Adsl= HlAE Y] 7 v
SAFTH81H, 32.40%). YA Biber(1989)2] @110l A] “T¢
ofl AE5(C8)"2 ¥ 87 HAE 3 S T WA= &
o] AF&-H 0] (49H, 10.19%), “Th5H AH(C4)”
T AAHCS) Eete 11 Hlgo] Wotth & Ao
A “Tro]E AE(C8)" 2013, 2017, 20228MA =& A L5t
WA SPA e 5 gof 7] AwollA 7MY w2 vles
AR P EIAE F-HO|ATHLH 4).
2013-20228HA % 525 o] Q7] A FoA = HAZ B
o] IHH HIAE {2 olopr] Al 7|Ho] FZAog A
|5 E A HAgEQ] "t AAH HE(C6) ol ATH69
H, 27.60%). “ LR AARA AR(Co)" "ol HE(C8)
2] Biber(1989)Q] Ao A 7Hd wo] SAFE HAE &
o QTH(150H, 31.19%). “LRE XA AH(C6)"S 2013,
2017,20228PA % 0f| 7H =2 Hle= AHA|FIS1 L, 201451
Lol "o HE(C8) " YT HIEE ST
A ARt ] WA 2 wo] A}8E "HAE 982 7h7h
1)}, 25}, o)5) Kol sk AMRS patel “J,]-oL_] Ay
(C "(57H, 22.80%) T Q15 A}5] Hof sk AHRLS 3ts)
L “shE AT(C4)7 (223, 8.80%)°]3LT}. 2015—2016%1-15_
TS AQfRt UmA] SHAE 5 Fof 7] AeolA et
2 A3y’ “sh5E *é%‘(C4)”EEP 1580l A} 78744]
ol @o] SR oH, HA]o] 2014513 = (BF)2} 201754
Tolli= “ShgE AH(C4)"0] ofofl TAFoHA] kTt 2015-
20168Hd ol vk “Sh5E AT (C4)70] “ThehA HH(C3)”

—_

16



Modern English Education, Vol. 23, No. 3, 2022

TABLE 3
Text Types of 2013-2022 CSAT English Reading Passages
Academic Text types Total
years C2 c3 c4 cs c6 c7 cs

2013 N 1 7 1 4 11 0 6 30
% 333 2333 333 13.33 36.67 0.00 20.00 100.00

2014B N 1 3 0 0 8 0 8 20
% 5.00 15.00 0.00 0.00 40.00 0.00 40.00 100.00

2015 N 0 4 4 2 6 0 9 25
% 0.00 16.00 16.00 8.00 24.00 0.00 36.00 100.00

2016 N 2 5 5 0 5 1 7 25
% 8.00 20.00 20.00 0.00 20.00 4.00 28.00 100.00

2017 N 1 4 0 1 11 0 8 25
% 4.00 16.00 0.00 4.00 44.00 0.00 32.00 100.00

2018 N 1 6 4 0 5 0 9 25
% 4.00 24.00 16.00 0.00 20.00 0.00 36.00 100.00

2019 N 0 7 3 2 5 0 8 25
% 0.00 28.00 12.00 8.00 20.00 0.00 32.00 100.00

2020 N 0 8 3 1 4 0 9 25
% 0.00 32.00 12.00 4.00 16.00 0.00 36.00 100.00

2021 N 0 6 1 2 5 0 11 25
% 0.00 24.00 4.00 8.00 20.00 0.00 44.00 100.00

2022 N 0 7 1 2 9 0 6 25
% 0.00 28.00 4.00 8.00 36.00 0.00 24.00 100.00

Total N 6 57 22 14 69 1 81 250
% 240 22.80 8.80 5.60 27.60 0.40 32.40 100.00

Note. C2: Informational interaction; C3: Scientific exposition; C4
tion; C7: Situated reportage; C8: Involved persuasion

: Learned exposition; C5: Imaginative narrative; C6: General narrative exposi-

cs

Cé

c3

Ccs

c4

c2

CT

FIGURE 3 Distribution of Text Types in 2013-2022 CSAT English Reading Passages
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FIGURE 4 Comparison of Text Types in 2013-2022 CSAT English Reading Passages
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TABLE 4
Comparison of Text Types Between NRA and CRA
Clusters Text types NRA CRA Difference (CRA-NRA) )4
N 5 1 -4
C2 Informational interaction
% 4.00 0.80 -3.20
N 23 34 11
C3 Scientific exposition
% 18.40 27.20 8.80
N 10 12 2
C4 Learned exposition
% 8.00 9.60 1.60
N 7 7 0
C5 Imaginative narrative
% 5.60 5.60 0.00
0.178
) - N 41 28 -13
C6 General narrative exposition
% 32.80 22.40 -10.40
‘ N 1 -1
C7 Situated reportage
% 0.80 0 -0.80
N 38 43 5
C8 Involved persuasion
% 30.40 34.40 4.00
125 125 0
Total
100.00 100.00 0.00
Note. NRA: norm-referenced assessment; CRA: criterion-referenced assessment
30% 1
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N -— - -
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FIGURE 5 Comparison of Text Types Between NRA and CRA
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FIGURE 7 Distribution of Text Types in the CRA (2018-2022) Period
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APPENDIX
Genres in Biber’s (1988, 1989) Corpora
Corpora Genres Number of texts

Press reportage 44

Editorials 27

Press reviews 17

Religion 17

Skills and hobbies 14

Popular lore 14

Biographies 14

The Lancaster-Oslo-Bergen
Corpus of British English Official documents 14
. (LOB) .

Written Academic prose 80
General fiction 29

Mystery fiction 13

Science fiction 6

Adventure fiction 13

Romantic fiction 13

Humor 9

Collection Personal letters 6

of letters Professional letters 10

Face-to-face conversation 44

Telephone conversation 27

The London-Lund Corpus Public conversations, debates, and interviews 22

Spoken of Spoken English

(LLC) Broadcast 18

Spontaneous speeches 16

Planned speeches 14
Total 23 481

.. 23



