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The Possibility to measure coherence by latent semantic analysis
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ABSTRACT

Textual coherence defines the connexity in a sense between different parts of a paragraph of texts or a discourse.
When these parts are out of the connexity, there would be that utter words do not hang together, it makes people
unintelligible. Only coherent discourse or texts can be read and understood. Therefore, coherence is the key criteria
to measure the integrity, consistency and quality of a discourse. However, there is no quantitative measuring coher-
ence approach for Japanese language. So, based on the latent semantic analysis, this research aims to present the
viewpoint and method of quantitative measurement in textual coherence area, and also discuss the textual coherence

auto-measuring approach with the theme of primary school Chinese notebook expository article.
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