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Signals and Text Comprehension

TANG Bin

(School of Foreign Languages East China Jiaotong University: Nanchang, 330013, China)

Abstract : This paper describes an investigation of the effects of English Signals on text comprehension among second-year

English majors- According to the scores of reading comprehension of the final examination, the students were divided into

three performance groups: High, Medium and Low - And four versions of a 300-word text were produced : Version 1 was

non-signaled passage ; Version 2, 3 and 4 were embedded with logical connectives paragraph headings and these two sig-

nals in combination respectively - The four versions were distributed to the students randomly in class- And the results

show that the logical connectives rather than paragraph headings contributed to reading comprehension and the readers

from the high group benefited from signals during reading-

Key words :signals; logical connectives; paragraph headings; text comprehension



