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Mechanism of Cohesion and Coherence in English Writing:Multi- Genre
Analysis and Teaching Application
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Abstract : This study is grounded in Halliday and Hasan's cohesion theory and employs the Concordance function
in AntConc3.5.9 to compare 10 texts (totaling 5,794 words) with another 10 texts (totaling 1,152 words).
1. Pronoun Reference Density: In literary texts, the density of I/you/he is 5.82 occurrences per thousand
words (337 + 5794 x 1000), while in academic texts, it is 0 occurrences per thousand words, indicating
an extremely significant difference. 2. Selection of Causal Connectives: In literary works, because (0.14
occurrences per 1000 words) and so (0.31 occurrences per 1000 words) are predominant, whereas in
academic articles, therefore/thus (0.87 occurrences per thousand words) are the main choices, with a
fivefold difference (total in literary works: 4.49 occurrences per thousand words; total in academic works:
0.87 occurrences per thousand words; 4.49+0.87 = 5.16 times). 3. Academic Vocabulary Density:
The density of research/retrieval terms is 8.68 occurrences per thousand words, while in literary papers,
it is 0. Through research at three levels, a three—tier learning model of "recognition—imitation—creation"
is constructed, revealing the dynamic matching mechanism between cohesion methods and discourse
functions, providing empirical evidence for English writing teaching practices.

Keywords : cohesion mechanism; coherence theory; English writing; genre analysis; English writing teaching;
corpus-based study
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