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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to investigate the cohesion-related text factors that affected the
correct answer rate of the English reading section in the Korean CSAT. To this end, reading passages
of the 2014-2018 CSAT and CSAT mock test were collected and analyzed in terms of cohesion. And
then, correlation analysis was implemented between the results regarding cohesion and item difficulty.
The conclusions were as follows. First, the correct answer rate tended to increase as the linguistic
burden of learners was reduced, when specific arguments between sentences were repeated. Second,
there was no statistically significant correlation between the 8 sub-area of latent semantic analysis and
the correct answer rate. Finally, the pedagogical implications of this study and suggestions for further
study were discussed.
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