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 Clause complex is grammar’s way of showing “that” and “how” 
the process going together in a sequence that relates to each 
other.  

 When Master and PhD students are applying clause 
complexes in transmitting specialized knowledge (Hyland, 
2009; Swales, 1990, 2004) in their theses, they not only have 
specific characteristics in choosing words or phrases to 
construe meaning, but also differ from each other in putting 
them together into a sequence that are related to each other.  

 Even some students have problems of how to organize a 
structure from a clause to above clause complexes.  
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 1. How are logico-semantic types (projection and expansion) 
realized?   

     How do they work in clause complexes in the corpus?  
 2. Are there differences (similarities) between MA theses and PhD 

dissertations? Which? 
 3. Socio-biographical variation?  
 level: development    projection PhD > projection MA  
                                          expansion PhD > expansion MA  
 4. How can we explain differences?  
 5. Improve students’ writing?  
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 Clause complex:  
 “A combination of two or more clauses into a larger unit, with their 

interdependence normally shown by explicit signals such as conjunctions.” 
(Thompson, 2014: 186)  

 “A combination of clauses related paratactically or hypotactically but not through 
embedding; the mode of combination is the mode of organization of the logical 
subtype of the ideational metafunction.” (Halliday, 2014: 428-432)  

 It covers two regions:  
 1. closer to the pole of circumstantial augmentation, there are clause 

combinations where one clause is dependent on a dominant clause, the two thus 
being of unequal status (as in when a happened, b happened); 

 2. closer to the pole of cohesive sequences, there are clause combinations 
where the two clauses are interdependent on one another, the two having equal 
status (as in a happened, then b happened). (Halliday, 2014: 434-35)  
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Clause: a sentence wi th only one Theme (normal l y subject)  and Rheme (usual l y indicat ing by predicate verbs),  e.g.   

| | |  The fourth part  (Theme) is  (Rheme) designed to account for the methodology. | | |  - - --  CMAC15_03_76  

Clause complex:  a sentence wi th more than one c lauses,  e.g.   

| | |The fourth part  is  designed to account for the methodology,  | |  and  the f i f th part  is  proposed to discuss the resul ts .  | | |  
“1+2” :  paratact ic  expansion – extension – addi t ion:  and  

Complex c lause: a c lause wi th embedding,  e.g.   

| | |  The fourth part  is  designed to account for the methodology [ [which is  appl ied in th is project ] ] .  | | |   

S imple c lause: a c lause wi thout any embedding,  e.g.   

| | |  The fourth part  is  designed to account for the methodology. | | |  - - --  CMAC15_03_76  

Clause nexus:  two c lauses connected by any logico-semant ic relat ion in a c lause complex,  e.g.   

| | |The fourth part  is  designed to account for the methodology,  | |  and  the f i f th part  is  proposed to discuss the resul ts.  | | |  

Ya GUO·CASE·02.02.2021·5/21 



Fig. 1. The clause complex system in SFG 
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Fig. 2. Constituent Parts of the ChAcE Corpus, downloaded from CNKI and Duxiu Net 
 

CMAC CPhD 

The ChAcE Corpus 

303 Papers (2005-2014): 
 
- 303 MA Theses 
- 112 different Universities 
- Sections: Language and Linguistics, 

Cultural Studies, Literature 
 

- Total No. of Words: 5,100,000 

112 Papers (2005-2014): 
 
- 112 Ph.D. Theses 
- 6 different Universities 
- Sections: Language and Linguistics, 

Cultural Studies, Literature 
 

- Total No. of Words: 5,300,000 
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Fig. 3. Constituent Parts of the Research Corpus, part from the ChAcE and part from CNKI 

32 Papers (2005-2020): 
 
- 6 different Universities 
- Sections: Language and Linguistics, 

Cultural Studies, Literature 
 

- Total No. of Words: 1,440,331 

Cleaned:  
Personal Information 
Title 
Page Numbers 
Notes 
Figures 
Examples 
Appendix 
References 
Acknowledgements 

CMAC CPhD 

The Research Corpus 

80 Papers (2005-2020): 
 
- 47 different Universities 
- Sections: Language and Linguistics, 

Cultural Studies, Literature 
 

- Total No. of Words: 1,282,881 
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Fig. 4. The annotation of clause complex in the interface of SysFan, 28,350 in MA and 28,257 in PhD 
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α ‘β: hypotactic projection: reporting, mental, idea, proposition: prove  
1x2: paratactic expansion: enhancement: temporal, later: and since then  
α =β: hypotactic expansion: elaboration: clarification: which  
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α xβ: hypotactic expansion: enhancement: temporal, same time: when  
α “β: hypotactic projection: reporting, verbal, locution, proposition: say  
1 +2: paratactic expansion: elaboration: addition, additive: and   
α “β: hypotactic projection: reporting, verbal, locution, proposition: say  
α ‘β: hypotactic projection: reporting, mental, idea, proposition: understand  
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α +β: hypotactic expansion: extension: addition, adversative: while  
α xβ: hypotactic expansion: enhancement: cause, reason: as  
1=2: paratactic expansion: elaboration: exposition: i.e.  
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Fig. 5. The annotation result of a text, an example from CMAC09ME_24 
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1. the average number of words in each clause complex  
    the average percentage of clause complexes in each text    
   
2. clause nexuses found on level 5-7                                                     
    the average percentage of clause nexuses on the 1st and 2nd level  
 
3. the average percentage of parataxis  
    the average percentage of hypotaxis  
    the average percentage of projection and expansion respectively  
 
4.  the average percentage of idea, reporting, hypotactic idea, hypotactic locution  
     almost more than 2/3 in each text in both MA’s and PhD’s are idea  
     more than 90% in each text in both MA’s and PhD’s are reporting, hypotactic 
idea and hypotactic locution   
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5. the average percentage of paratactic expansion is lower than that of hypotactic 
expansion  
    the average percentage of paratactic expansion  
    the average percentage of elaboration in each text in both MA’s and PhD’s are no 
more than 20%, that of enhancement in both groups has a largest proportion, with 
extension being in the middle  
    the average percentage of elaboration  
    the average percentage of extension  
    the average proportion of enhancement  
    more than 75% are hypotactic elaboration in both groups  
    the average percentage of hypotactic elaboration  
    more than 80% are paratactic extension and hypotactic enhancement in both groups  
    the average percentage of paratactic extension  
    the average percentage of hypotactic enhancement  
6. in the whole CC system, the range of the percentage of each category  
7. the usage of specific words/phrases to convey meaning  
8. taking year into account  
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data annotation,  

writing an article,  

three conferences  

writing the dissertation (section 

three: theoretical foundation and 

section four: data and methods), one 

conference 

Revising the 

dissertation  

defense 

data annotation,  

writing an article,  

invited speech in 

Saarland,  

writing a chapter in a 

book, and write the 

literature review part 

(section two)  

Finish the first draft in 

May (Section five: 

Expansion in February, 

Section six: Projection in 

March, Section one: 

introduction and Section 

eight: discussion in April, 

Section 8: conclusion in 

May)  

2018 2019 2020 
2016- 

2017 

2021- 

2022 

2021 

May 

data collecting, cleaning, 

corpus building,  

texts transforming, clauses 

division, learning, being 

ill… guest researches in 

China, three conferences,  

writing an article 
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