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Abstract

Cohesion, as the primary means of reaching discourse coherence, is one of the most important aspects of textual
linguistics. Both English and Chinese employ cohesive devices, but they belong to different language families
and the ways of their thought are different from each other, so there exists much dissimilarity between Chinese
cohesion and English cohesion. A contrastive study on the cohesion in Chinese and English is of much
significance for the research of the contrastive linguistics. This thesis mainly explores and studies the differences
of Chinese discourse cohesion and English discourse cohesion. It is hoped that a better understanding can be
obtained through this study.
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1. Introduction

Nowadays, cross-culture communications are playing a more and more important role in today’s world. Chinese
and English belong to different language families; what’s more, there are many differences of ways of thinking
between them, so a contrastive study between Chinese and English is very necessary.

Moreover, with the new development in linguistic research, more and more attention has been paid to the textual
study, because the subject that it studies is beyond the sentence level, such as a conversation or a text even an
article, which is much larger and more complicated than a sentence. Cohesion, as one of the most important
aspects in discourse, has been studied by many linguists. Halliday and Hasan (2001) have given us a very
systematic and complete introduction of cohesion in Cohesion in English. Hu (1995), as one of the most famous
linguists in China, also developed his new theory of cohesion in Discourse Cohesion and Coherence. Both of
them have laid the importance of cohesion in the study of discourse. On the base of these researchers’ studies,
this thesis is trying to make a contrastive study of the different characteristics of cohesion in Chinese and
English.

2. Definition and Classification of Discourse Cohesion
2.1 Definition of Discourse Cohesion

Discourse cohesion serves as an adhesive in a discourse which is an important device to reach discourse
coherence. “Discourse cohesion is network of lexical, grammatical, and other relations which provide links
between various parts of a text. These relations or ties organize and, to some extent, create a text, for instance by
requiring the reader to interpret words and expressions in the surrounding sentences and paragraphs” (Baker,
1991).

Halliday and Hasan (2001) define cohesion as the various meaning relations existing in the discourse so as to
make the whole text a discourse. They point out that there exists cohesion when the interpretation of one
component depends on the interpretation of another component in the discourse. Thompson (2000) believes that
cohesion is the language devices of the coherence. Li (2001) argues that cohesion refers to the employment of
grammatical and lexical devices so as to achieve the discourse coherence. From the above, it is very clear that
cohesion is a matter of lexical or grammatical devices in a discourse which is essential to link several parts of a
discourse in to a whole text or discourse.

2.2 Classifications of Cohesive Devices

Halliday and Hasan (2001) put the cohesive devices in English into two categories; one is grammatical cohesion,
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while the other is lexical cohesion. In the grammatical cohesion, there are several devices, such as reference,
substitution, ellipsis and conjunction. In terms of lexical cohesion, there are devices such as repetition, general
word, synonym, antonym, hyponym, and collocation.

3. A Contrastive Study of Cohesion in English and Chinese

Chinese and English belong to different language families, and there are many differences of ways of thinking
between Chinese and English, so the ways of expressions are very different from each other. The most important
contrast between Chinese and English is hypotaxis and parataxis. Chinese needs little connectives and
conjunctions to form a coherent discourse, and cohesion in Chinese is much simpler than that in English.
English’s hypotactic prominence makes great differences Chinese cohesions, which means in English the
grammatical meanings and logical relationships in the discourse are expressed by the employment of many
language forms, such as conjunctions and connectives. Then, Chinese tends to use covert means to create
cohesion, but English tends to adopt overt cohesive devices to create coherence in a discourse.

The above analysis is just a very general contrastive study of the differences in English cohesion and Chinese
cohesion. The following passages explore and describe the different characteristics of each cohesive device in
English and Chinese.

3.1 A Contrastive Study of Grammatical Cohesion in English and Chinese

Grammatical cohesion is more commonly used in the English discourse to achieve coherence than in the Chinese
discourse. It refers to the employment of grammatical means so as to establish semantic relations within a
discourse. In the following passages, a contrastive study of grammatical cohesion in Chinese and English is
given illustrated by some examples.

3.1.1 Reference

Reference is the most obvious one in all cohesive devices. Hu (1995) thinks that reference refers to using one
component as the referential point of another component in the discourse. As long as we totally understand and
master reference, we can make clear the semantic relation between one component and the corresponding
component in the discourse. There is a large difference in personal reference and demonstrative reference
between Chinese discourse and English discourse.

Personal reference refers to using the pronouns to substitute the nouns which appear in the context. It can be
divided into two types: one is the anaphora, that is, to use one component referring to the component which has
occurred in the previous context; another is the cataphora that is to use one component to refer to the component
which will appear below. While the Chinese sometimes employs zero-anaphora, and the meaning of the previous
and below is naturally connected, without any connective words. For example: ' [E[ K5 2% 34 HE [ Py AR B i 7=,
TEIEE RO N RE HERZAMET 95 % 7 O EANHEITE AN R EN S %. In this example, “[E P refers
back to “H'[E”, so the cohesion between the two appears. While in the “fr#) H 4 %> there exists a
zero-anaphora. The relationship between them is not pointed out, but we can know the meaning through the
context naturally.

The difference of cataphora is more obvious between Chinese and English than anaphora. It is very common in
the English complex sentences that pronoun appears before the referred component, but it is very rare in Chinese.
Here is an example: English version: When he was a child, Peter always liked staying with that old man.

Chinese version: 13I8 &N T, AR A2 N RAE— L.

Hu (1995) remarks that demonstrative reference is that the speaker determines the meaning of the object through
the distance of the object in the space and time. Chinese uses the demonstrative pronouns such as “iX” and “JJ”
to indicate the time, place ,quantity, properties of the object. While in English, it is often delivered “the”, “this”,
“these”, “those”, “here” or “there” and other words to achieve cohesion. But the frequency of demonstrative
pronoun employed in English and Chinese is very different. The definite articles exist in English but not in
Chinese. For example:

Chinese version: A: SESLZEMR?
B: {4

English version: A: Where are the apples?
B: Over there.

Although, in Chinese it is not pointed out which apple is wanted, but the “3%}1” is the theme and the topic, it
exists in the consciousness of A and B, but in English, “the” must be used to show which apple is wanted.
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3.1.2 Substitution

Substitution is also an important part of grammatical cohesion. Huang Guowen(2001) gives the definition that

EEINT3

substitution refers to using the words such as “one”, “do”, “so” to replace the components which have appeared
in the context. There are nominal substitution, verbal substitution and clausal substitution. For example:
English version: (1) I don’t like white T-shirt, I like colored ones.
Chinese version: AT AR T M, FERIER .
English version: (2) —He likes classic music very much, doesn’t he?
—Yes, he does.
Chinese version: —f R =¥ty % 5Kk, XJAE 2
—XF, AR
English version: (3) —Do you think that he is a good student?
—Yes, I think so.
Chinese version: —/R 5 f5Ath 2 N 22 A0 2
— AR
In the first example, “ones” replaces the term “T-shirt” in English; while in Chinese, we use a Chinese character
“[f] to replace “T-shirts”. In the second example, we replace the predicate verb “like classic music” with “does”;

in the third example, the “so” has replaced the clause “he is a good student”, but the clause is omitted in Chinese
version.

3.1.3 Ellipsis

Huang (2001) remarks that ellipsis mainly refers to the omission the components which have already been
mentioned in the context, or which have been known to the two sides of the communication, but do not appear in
specific parts of the context. As it is previously analyzed, ellipsis is the more commonly used in Chinese than in
English. For example:

English version: She wore the blue dress, but the pink suits her better.
Chinese version: 4% | —fF ¥ (L RIRE 7, (HR S48 (5 0 S 5 I

In the original text, the “dress” has been mentioned above, so in the second sentence “dress” after “the pink™ is
omitted. In the Chinese version, we also omit the “4f .

3.1.4 Conjunction

Halliday and Hasan (2001) point out that using conjunction is an important cohesive device. The employment of
conjunctions can establish a semantic relationship between contexts. Conjunction refers to the cohesive device
used to establish logic relations among clauses. The logic relation can be clear to readers with the employment of
various kinds of conjunctions. Connective words may be conjunctions, adverbs, prepositions or prepositional
phrases, even clauses with connective meaning.

Chinese discourses use fewer conjunctions than English, and their semantic relation is usually realized by covert
means, so it needs little connectives and the semantic relation is formed naturally through the meaning of words
or phrases. However, English is hypotactic prominent, which focuses on the forms of language and need many
connective words to make the discourse logic and complete in semantic meaning. Here are some examples:

There was 1, straight as a young poplar, with my firelock, and my bayonet, and my spatter dashes, and my stock
sawing my jaws off, and my accouterments shining like seven stars!

By the analysis of the above example, we can find in the source language, the additive word “and” is used to
connect the clause, which can not only make the grammatical structure complete, but also show that the speaker
is not willing to finish his speech after he finishes his first sentence, and wants to add something new.

TERIBR A BA RN T PR, AR RIE SRR

In this example, there is no conjunction in the source language, but the semantic meaning is coherent and
complete.

3.2 A Contrastive Study of Lexical Cohesion in English and Chinese
Lexical cohesion is more commonly used in the Chinese discourse. It refers to the application of lexical means to
make the discourse coherent. It can enhance the stylistic function as well as build discourse cohesion both in
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English and Chinese. It includes repletion, general words, synonyms, antonyms, and so on.
3.2.1 Repetition

Hu (1995) points out that the most direct way of lexical cohesion is the repetition of the words with same forms
and same semantic meaning in the same discourse. In other words, it refers to a conscious repetition of a certain
word to make a kind of cohesion among sentences in a discourse so as to highlight certain thoughts or emphasize
certain emotion, which can make the theme of the discourse consistent. Comparatively speaking, Chinese tends
to use more repetition than English. Here are some examples,

A, RaaTRS. TRLEAT, s,

In this example, “{[15” and “T-HL 5> appear twice. Chinese achieve discourse cohesion through repetition;
therefore, there is a sense of rhyme. It is very common that Chinese tends to employ repetitions in a discourse,
while English tends to use synonyms to replace the repeated word. For example,

Chinese version: fIRHEREgiAE T30, SR TR N, AEHUERIFHINLZ
English Version 1: Low speed equals stagnation and even retreat; opportunity
must be grasped. The present offers excellent chance.

Version 2: Slow growth equals stagnation and even retrogression. We must grasp opportunity; the present offers
an excellent one.

Chinese use repetition of the words to achieve cohesion, for example “HL43” this word appears twice, but in the
English version, we reproduce the discourse cohesion through using synonyms such as opportunity—chance, or
substitution, to use “one” to substitute the word “opportunity”.

3.2.2 General Word

We can use some words which can generally refer to the person, thing or place which has appeared in other
places of the discourse. Hu (1995) points out that these words are called general words, such as person, thing,
fact, and place in English, and “ N>, “ZRi6” , “#)”, “Z”, “M 77 in Chinese. The employment of general words
can enrich the vocabularies and make the discourse briefer, then achieve the discourse cohesion. Here is an
example,

Chinese version: B &L Ay, —MIHNFEWSRENTME, BT LA RZ ., KRR
droriE, ARG HR R B .

English version: Before I set out for the US, a former schoolmate of mine wrote to me by airmail, asking me in
all earnest to bring him some raw date stones. They were not heavy in weight, yet I was curious about their use.

In Chinese version, the word “Z<i” in the second sentence points back to the word “/E#4%” in the first
sentence, because the word “ZR 75> has a wide usage. These two sentences are closely connected by this general
word; while the English version achieves cohesion by employing the cohesive device of personal reference. So
we use “they” to point back to “some raw date stones”.

3.2.3 Synonym and Antonym

Synonymy includes two aspects; one is synonymy, and the other is near synonymy. It refers to the corresponding
relation among different words with same meaning or similar meaning (Hu & Zhu, 2001). It is an important
lexical cohesive device in a discourse. Comparatively speaking, it is very common to have synonyms co-occur in
the discourse in Chinese, but when we translate Chinese discourse into English, we just only need to use one
word to express the semantic meaning. Here is an example,

Chinese version: HEA L TAHEMEAD N, SCAFw, PRSI HZ . Fryh B IR E]
PHEAIEE SST/31¢

English version: China, as one of the four old civilizations in the world, has a long history and profound culture.
All Chinese are very proud of it.

In the Chinese version, we use “H%%” and “Yff{f(”, but in the English version, we use one word “proud”. It is
also true that no matter in Chinese or English, we should try to avoid unnecessary repetition, so we should
choose a synonym to change the repeated word according to a concrete context.

Antonyms are the extreme of synonyms. It can establish a contrastive relation with distinguished meaning
between two words, including oppositeness, complementarities, and relational oppositeness and so on. (Hu, 1995)
Antonyms appearing in the same discourse can make two different components of the discourse form a contrast
in terms of meaning. The follow example may show that the employment of antonyms can be functioned as a

121



www.ccsenet.org/ijel International Journal of English Linguistics Vol. 4, No. 6; 2014

good cohesive device.

English version: It was the best of times, it was the worst of times, it was the age of wisdom, it was the age of
foolishness, it was the epoch of belief, it was the epoch of incredulity, it was the season of light, it was the season
of darkness, it was the spring of hope, it was the winter of despair, we had everything before us, we had nothing
before us, we were all going direct to heaven, we were all going direct to the other way. (A Tale of Two Cities by
C. Dickens)

Chinese version: A/ AFHIEE A, MEERINIER, LB ERIRAC, S BEARAC , ML EIH
476, MOEMBERUEALTT, MY, R BRI, REA BER, BRLERAR, &
PR —V1, BATRE s, JATHEIZ EREL, JATHIE TRk

In the English text, best & worst, wisdom & foolishness, belief &incredulity, light & darkness, hope & despair,
and everything & nothing are all antonyms of each other. They form a special kind of discourse cohesion and
make the discourse have a perfect contrast in semantic meaning. In the Chinese text, several pairs of antonyms
are also employed.

3.2.4 Hyponym

Hyponymy is meaning inclusiveness or mater of class membership. The upper term in this sense relation, i.e. the
class name, is called superordinate, and the lower terms, the members, hyponyms. (Hu, 1995) It is very common
to use hyponyms in a discourse, and it is an important cohesive device in the discourse.

English version: You will need to take some tools with you; you can get a hammer, a saw and a screwdriver from
big department stores.

Chinese version: {R£35H & iy G 8E T B FICHE, Xee T H A TR e < 2.

In this example, hammer, saw, and screwdriver are all treated as the hyponyms of tools. In the Chinese version,
“HETF, “PE T and “IUHE” are also treated as the hyponyms of “ T H.”.

3.2.5 Collocation

Hu (2007) points out that collocation, which is also called the relation of the co-occurrence, refers to the
co-occurrence tendency of words in a discourse. It is a very important lexical cohesive device. There is some
semantic relation between the co-occurrence words, such as the follow pairs of words: ice, cold, snow, white; star,
night, candle, flame and flicker. Collocation, like the antonyms, synonymy and hyponymy, can also appears in
one clause, or in different clauses in a discourse. Because of different culture and habits of expressions, there
exists some difference in Chinese and English. Some collocations may be common in Chinese, but rare or
strange in English. Here is the example,

Chinese version: HAA 1 [E i 70 P57 A T BRI, (HIER5E ST mil L2 .

English version: It is true that Chinese women have made enormous strides toward equality. But the goals of
equal opportunity of employment for women have not been fully realized.

It is coherent and acceptable in Chinese to have this collocation “SZHL P45 AL 2, but there is no such
expression in English. In English, we often say “realize / accomplish the goal/aim.

4. Conclusion

From the above analysis, it is very clear that there are great differences between Chinese and English, so the
efforts should be made to detour the traps resulted from the unique characteristic of cohesion. Chinese shows
paratactic prominence that means the grammatical meanings and logical relationships in the discourse are
expressed by the meanings of the words and clauses in it, without the employment of any language forms, such
as conjunctions and connectives. English is hypotactic prominent which means in English the grammatical
meanings and logical relationships in the discourse are expressed by the employment of many language forms,
such as conjunctions and connectives. Therefore, the cohesive devices are essentially different in Chinese and
English.

The difference of the discourse cohesion between Chinese and English is just the tip of the iceberg in the oceanic
contrast. The hope is submitted to make further study on the textual cohesion.
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