ABSTRACT

An important step to understand text is to build the discourse structure through cohesion and
coherence. However, to build the discourse structure in turn depends on the full understanding of texts,
so that many efforts on this line are not automatic and not successful. A corpus-based model based on 1)
repetition of words, 2) importance of words, and 3) collocational semantics for texts is proposed in this
paper. It focuses on association norms of noun-noun relations and noun-verb relations defined on
discourse level and sentence level, respectively. According to this model, a text partition algorithm is
proposed to determine the boundaries of discourse structures and a topic identification algorithm is also

presented. The results of a series of experiments show that the proposed model is promising.
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With so many problems; to solve,, it
would be a great helps to select, some one
problems which might be the keys to all
the others, and begin; there. If there is
any such key-problemg, then it is
undoubtedly the problemy of the unity;
of the Gospely;. There are three views,,
of the Fourth Gospel;s which have been
heldy.
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G31: 002 G31: 061 11 38 670
G31:123 G31: 196 10 40 897
Al1l: 004 - Al11l:058 9 18 618
K21: 004 K21:184 33 77 2282
J61: 002 J61: 192 14 63 2774
H21: 002 H21:193 15 97 2210
Gr1: 004 Gr1:170 13 88 2017
&61: 002 &*H1:123 7 54 1564
J71: 003 J71: 046 5 16 481
J71: 048 J71: 077 3 12 333
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1 2 3 4 5W=3 | W=4|W=5|W=6
050| 075| 040| 038| 060| 043 | 050 [ 020 | 0.33
1 050( 0v5| 050| 075 075| 075 | 075 | 0.25 | 0.50
060| 040| 067| 027| 067 050 | 050 | 020 | 0.20
2 060 040| 08| 060| 040| 060 | 060 [ 0.20 | 0.20
075| 100| 100| 043| 100| 067 | 050 | 0.00 | 0.00
3 100| 067| 067 100| 067| 067 [ 0.33 | 0.00 | 0.00
050| 062| 042| 019| 050 029 | 023 | 000 | 0.17
4 063 100| 063| 075 050| 025 | 025 | 0.00 | 0.13
045| 078| 067| 015| 045| 060 | 050 | 020 | 0.40
5 071 100| 08| 043 071| 043 | 029 | 014 | 0.28
069| 070| 064| 044| 064 023 | 033 | 017 | 0.28
6 090 (| 070| 09| O70| 090 | 020 | 030 | 010 | 0.20
040| 067| 050| 041| 040 060 | 060 | 040 | 0.40
7 057 057| 071| 100( 029| 043 | 043 | 028 | 0.28
088| 071| 063| 035| 088 057 | 050 | 0.33 | 0.40
8 088 | 063| 063| 075 075| 050 | 038 [ 025 | 0.25
020| 100| 050| 040| 033 100 | 050 | 050 | 050
9 050( 100| O50| 100| 050| 100 | 050 [ 050 | 0.50
050| 050| 050| 067| 050( 100 | 1.00 | 1.00 | 1.00
10 067 033| 033| 067 067| 033 | 033 [ 033 | 0.33
0547 | 0.713 | 0.593 | 0.369 | 0.597 | 0.589 | 0.516 | 0.300 | 0.368
0.696 | 0.705 | 0.657 | 0.765 | 0.614 | 0.516 | 0.416 | 0.205 | 0.267
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There is a whole group of theories which
attempt to explain the problems of the Fourth
Gospel by explanations based on assumed
textual dislocations. The present state of the
Gospel is the result of an accident-prone

history. The original was written on a roll,

or codex, which fell into disorder or was
accidentally damaged. An editor, who was
not the author, made what he could of the
chaos by placing the fragments, or sheets, or
pages, in order. Most of those who expound
a theory of textual dislocation take it for
granted that the Gospel was written entirely
by one author before the disturbance took
place but a few leave it open to suppose that
the original book had been revised even

before the upheaval.
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theories, explanations, roll,



disorder, order, disturbance, upheaval
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S# of nounsin basic form in paragraph i / # of paragraphs

S rank of assumed topic in paragraph i/# of paragraphs

S# of nouns/ S # of nounsin basic formin paragraph i

S occurrences of assumed topic / # of paragraphs
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D01 Fo1 GO01 Ho1 K01 MO1 NO1
(21.59, 9.96) [(10.57, 18.42)|(62.43, 18.42)| (19.77,8.39) | (31.71,23.80) | (15.22,6.44) | (12.21,6.73)
(4.56,5.98) | (5.25,5.51) | (7.29,10.35) | (4.55,4.13) | (7.08,16.02) | (2.61,2.11) | (3.68,3.87)
(1.32,0.88) | (1.39,0.89) | (1.21,056) | (1.33,0.82) | (1.11,0.39) (1.11,0.32) | (1.06,0.25)
(2.61,1.60) | (1.27,1.21) | (2.57,1.18) | (2.46,1.62) | (1.77,1.05) (1.50,0.69) | (1.28,0.60)
(333,1.97) | (2.39,1.84) | (343,1.40) | (2.91,156) | (1.86,0.99) (1.48,050) | (1.29,052)
(6.29,7.84) | (5.48,5.09) |(19.67, 16.64)| (5.71,6.06) | (17.23,1851) | (7.92,6.28) | (9.36, 6.62)
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