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T WA SelA A FElole] B BAsl] flste] 1ESE 1
o) “olxkgtssl olpggAe] WA'E Hshe maA BlaEsh wAbe] FiuE)
Hlmelelth B4 AR DEskm 43H9) o)Arst olAggAel B Ug
o) =HS3} ol ASH WA YiECIM, o] ARE Halliday(1994)) A7)
Sloi3el meh Gstein] 919} o REW F912 TRkl Atk AT Aol
W, mRAE onle HIAE ol 8% YuE, WARE B9 S s, 7
Aol WEE ol §F olule TAFS} 2 oJNTH Weke A8st] A oA
SHE AnsE Fol Fobd Ade TAshs AuUAe ASSIE, of el B
shou] 2919} ofF T Fe] 2 A FEHGo] ek wEle] wALe] Hrje
A Walsl ol % @ AR W] 3748 Bl oI} oA BAE T
ke BYOR olFolznk WA WP ojz EHozt wWes ygow
A% 488 FH3 o4 reol Uesion, gsleln] 90 JFE Fr T2
ol A B AU ASE kA 29k ole@ Ade FUSY BIAE BHFHE
Az B AT Ao A,

A 1
=
o

A’/

s} W&k o]5-f3 (Turn-taking pattern), 2LA}-

I . A‘I = sk2) ko] 3l 3K(Initiation-Response-Feedback,

IRPO A4 +2& Zoldjol ¢ A& 7]

BE S G904 dole oulE A sdte A7 ohFetAl I8 E AtKCazden,

253 83 A tiAdelth m 1988, 2001; McHoul, 1978; Mehan, 1979; Sinclair

NAE Aol o AL AAsE= 23 & Coulthard, 1975; Wells, 1999: Thombury &

ZOF o]  Slade, 2006 AUE). L o2 ATES

oF & 3o FREAHN g gk E40 HEE B,

ol digh A77F deAolth 1970t HE o FHA Aol A wE WA R FAI
d FdellA ARgStE dojoll FEIHA WA e oo BAAR] Jlee tFEA X

o TAREe] dojF AzArge] W= &4 o] AT} <, 2008).

(Flanders, 1970), % =2](Lesson organization)} A A 715 A o) EH(Systemic Functional Linguistics,

i

4

* g oshY, kyung702 @hanmail.net (A1 A =)
** GGt g, chocs@yu.ackr (2LAIA A}
D o] 97E 20159% Fduigtn stEd TR o7 A,
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SFLE Aol dlo] Zlso] 24
dAojsh Qloi7t ALgEE A8A
48E tHste A
(Eggins, 2004; Halliday, 1978; Martin, 1984). ©]
ol U B3}, vito] H3(Fairclough, 1995),
LS(Lee, 1996; Martin & Rose, 2003; O’Halloren,

2003), Ax €3}, HX2E, o]F]X|(Kress & van

fo
K

=
= T
o] AFS

gul

£
©
fol

2z 0 St o] &29)

)

rr

Leeuwen, 2006) 5 Th3S ALS1Z 7oA e}
Ue= g3t AFHA oujE BA3=d o
OFstAl AFEET Uk o3l o]28 Ao

2 3ty £ gslelAE AAT] A g
AHE-E] 7] A28 THBloor & Bloor, 2004; Fries,
1993, 1995; Halliday & Matthiessen, 2004; Martin

& Rose, 2003; "<3, 2008; HHEE, 2007; ©)4%
71, 2004; ©]A"o} £, 2007, A7)k 2010).
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Rothery, 1993). #1A|7]
St WS Sl 54 dojy o] HEt
7155l

ol 4 Sayshs 24e Fa gk o8
O MEEQONS FYUAA WA A A
A7 SIS ol g7 Aolga Flol e

o glo] E e
(1996)2 8t FHAA dojoll =M & o9
ATES(Adams, 2003; Artzt, Armour-Thomas,
Curcio, 2008; Cocking & Mestre, 1988; Elliot,
1996; Mousley & Marks, 1991; Pimm, 1987) £4

2) H AAEA AILHE $387|35, 1)

— [¢)
E< F 8 of(mathematical language) HE=i=

24y
o ok

a2z
PN
T

gtk of B4 A%HE EUZ Mogne 5%

oA Yy o, et 7 Eeh e FERIoPE

o] SPHoEy AP & olft Y <o

o 43 758 BT BAY 4 ol Aol

As A clge) pE) Aoz £
[e)

319t} O’Halloran(1998)-2
discourse)x= U%7] 2 A (multisemiotic)y &S 7}
Rom, 715sta] AdEo] 74zt 52
o] 3] &1 & (lexicogrammatical) A AIE AUl 9]
7] 2ol B8-S W gkt A, AA7
TS o7 BAE WEAY e HH
Z Aojst o8& AT FASsIATE 45
=3} Al Qo] AAZIEA Y] =S
dojell gk A7 HHE wWion, Fod
stol] ik AAZ A B AT
7b =) ARl ofs) A 2] WyE
1 tHAlshwaikh, 2010, Lemke, 2003; Morgan,
1996; O’Halloran, 1998, 1999, 2003; Schleppegrell,
2007, Shreyar, Zolkower & Pérez, 2010; Veel,
1999; Wells, 1994).

A2 SPuINE 58
AT7E B o] FAAT UThFIA, A%
005; #7338, WA=,
2009; A1), 2007, LEIE, 2014;
&, 2010; 17, 2008; &%, W “%; 2006;
<

?—4—’

318 (mathematical

A 31

mlm

e
)
iR
ofl
o
K3
)
&

&

[\

FAE,

2 ro b of

tholol 23} 2 AlZbolml x|, doje} e 7|53
B 2~ E (mathematical text)2} $+CHO’Halloran, 1998).
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Aol A= Hufferd-Ackles, Fusion & Sherin®]

MES ATFAste BASHT 2443k A
(2010)2 AF(Advanced Flanders) ¥4 ZZ2 13
o] &3ty WALY] WE B4 9 wAke} hale
dol FsA8-& EASATE o3 thFEE9

o & A

A

oA AAF o 2Ae] meh B AP
AL FYoIA AgEE FElele] B4
171 918 AL AEEsels ALghs
BHAA £}

e

O

re
9
i
__>:‘_‘,‘
D
N,
off
e
9
%
2

e oox ¥R Ay o rr

2
>
op
]
El
o
R
gl
[>
|m
il
_—>‘J_r¢
2l
N,
off
re
9
%
2

Saussure7} oS A dEgel wE
(parole) BE ARFo] AREShE o] AAIY #1
(langue)Z E2]3}I langue F4e]l AT (Cobley,
20149E 3 oY E, dole FEjd] A3 AT
oujo] thg AFE IA UFjAHgT. 1 F

= F 9gvld g dF= AL

-

parole®] =7

SolA dojrt Zg3ls 7)ol B R oo
a1, o]2]dt Al Michael HallidayE W53
27|F2FY AostAEel Y5 AAZITA
8}(Systemic Functional Lingustic) 2.2 ¥H3}$Th

AA7V Ao g Ao Aolu HdAE

AEste =771 ofl=r Iy AEs A4
st 2Ash= 71584 ZFro]th(Fang, 2005).

o] olge ofuE wHEo] Mastd dAoi7} of
W) 2olTtel BAS Fa, dloje] F9le} A
52 et 3919 HEAEE B Qojo] u
JE A8 ke FAU

A% (Field)

7] (Tenon)

Y EER
olp|

arex
olo|

(23 -] AAZIsA ste] Ao} S-4]
(Martin, 1992 A 7-4d)

AA7FAAT A A= 29 T-1]3 2ol
ALS A wiete] i) QlojP o] TR FE
=31, dojgae] 29l oAl B8] v (discourse-
semantic) ¢} ©3]EH (lexico-grammatical) %
AR FEETh o] u, AS|A e F9A= Y
(Field) FA|(Tenor), F2(Mode)Z TAAHTH
(Halliday & Hassan, 1985). & ¥-8lo] dof
Ui QerbE UEile 22 et "
faot. WA= ok Fdsta ek
Hshs Ao ASH Jsatge] i
H gaoth mpREo R e
AE 9 & oJu)gich

Aol g 2jo] F9el] 91014 Halliday(1994)=
o7} gt= 9wl IA Al /A 9E FR/9

o

i
md |
o)

=
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u|E F3) APty FASIATE o] Al 7HA
oul= #IA 29Jv|(ideational meaning), ‘3]
2 o]v|(interpersonal meaning), EHXEZ 2jn]|

Yekdth @A omd= o
A 73EA o)1) (experiential meaning)$} =2 2]
t] (logical meaning)Z TEZEdH, FAEA 29n
7k Fog, FelA, of9A, AA, A st
2 Tl #H Aol AlelA FAe AR

(textual meaning)E

Mol ool
_?L
32
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rr
ich
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rlr
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=R
for ot ofl
ﬁ.—ﬂ

~
x&aﬁ
rifg_

= A AAA E=Tt
g onE Telm d2EZ 9
47 A ];<4 g]u]7} X—]_];]_:é‘_%oﬂ
A 94, FEEHAEAA &

e o
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H
ol

a
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iQﬁrulru

O o8 o of
X
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=
jilta)

ST 97
N
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Halliday+= dol&k o8 AAZ FAE AA 0]
H, g8 7HA] Ag AlgEo] ol Atd WE
Azel dA= Aoty FASIATE wekA A
AJAFAEL FAZR FFA FA7F 175
ou|E wHEo]l Wr] 98] AdEste Abgd

<¥ II-1> Halliday(2002)2] <1

2450 AAH AW
olfr= i1l7417]b°4°1§}%

3} Aol AT, A &o WEg AF :1311
3} Aol A Tl gy o] &HTh(els}
2}, 1989).

2. AAZsATe] dojF

AAZ SR A AP FHAE <%
1I-1>3 o] 23s}elw](discourse-semantic) = <t
FHE FRETh o
ol @3ton FHolA H2ES ALY A
o oA WIZ, HTALH, HAEZ ou|E
TAAMHIL, oI3EH FHolA HHG o34

o) dus FHA e due Fa 7ztel

0} 3] &1 (lexico-grammatical)

Udut gof SAojets] gof w4 B
o)) EEEEEN gre
RS meaning discourse semantics text
content DA SEER <l
wording lexico-grammar clause
®4 B TeEAAE AL
expression sound/letters phonology/graphology phoneme/grapheme
3 AikHow ond dolgAe ol ATHE Aol W YAt AF4F & ot oe st
o A 3 ADE FASD Sl e FHo2 olnoldl SJlE ey o) % @ ovl ke
o 28y oujels Bd 3 on ek FAlzte] ek el thak Fr o FazgH oju)et
Haboll A AHEE Aol Ao i FRQ H2EA ofuwyt 3 Th(Halliday, 1994: ?*ﬂ g, 2005 A<1-8).
4) o3 Allexeme)dt ol WElAR TAHC FHHoR oFHow shie BAAE FAsE dAolR
< 2ty olE E°] ‘understand’= ‘under’$} ‘stand’e] T FENAE o] Fo|A AT ‘oSt b= Bk
o] ouE Adoh s €29 Mg FRAD d8 E9 ‘put up with’e} 22 L& A 9

e, Al 7o 2, e a2 FAE UthEA A, 1990).
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olate] e A7} B th(Eggins, 2004).

galoln] Z9o|MEs B e ZF RE 7ho]
dAE SaAA WA, FINAA, H2EF ¢
H7b A o] Tl 27 "laES A
o 2HE V|FoR RSt "rES 7

< (cohesion) 71419 AHE
IEEPE} 04016“—11}9] a7 A=l 2
i]S)(Halliday & Hassan, 1985)°= A4,
5, AT, tE, o34 AL Fo] e, 97
Al RHE g, S Wl oA AA]
Al ZFA7IHE A& ARlel= AA, H&E, o
A AL BAVE EAGT o3 H AL A=
o3 5ol ®stE WdH ovle] dA #
7] W&ol wdA onE

-ll'

e AR A o ] dgel 4
5284 olulg FAsH, A% Hbe P
Eo 7 Ry 7he] AZolw Hojsly] o
daEd ojug pASTL 2 4 Ut

oFEYE FH= A olsty oA == |
el Fedste o3 725 st nE
dojgaom ddste Fflolth o] FHolA
ol3le} x| Mo FEFE wX = Wt ¥l
ol HZEdA tFolXE FHY(field), FA2t
o] FAl(tenor), AL ALl A P2 (mode)
o] Atk 71X Fd(field> FdH v A
g We), FAl(tenor) = e 2HEA orje] A
WAol|, FAl(mode)S BEl~EZ oJu|e] AY

2ol FaF-S XA HATHEggins, 2004).

e

b

o8 %
éﬂﬂ

5) BiEE YR nA s ee 237
2 ouE 2 SN £ G2} B

§]_4 £z4 o] 1:1—/\-1 Q]:].

wdA ouE At dojF Ao WHFel=
J 3] 4~(content lexeme)
o7 AR Y&
= WAe Sk shue] "ol 2

st stk AdH We&E9 ov dAES
ojF T aseltt
(Halliday, 1966, ©1%<7, 2012 AJAE). TAEE
P2 w3H3= 3 AH(Process)T 1 vl 0]

= 43H(circumstance), F] Ak(participant) F°]

FAE E3 H(clause) HAAE AAHDCZ AHAH
371 1% Jidolt(Halliday & Matthiessen,

2004). Halliday & Matthiessen(2004)2 FAH3 2]
P Hd S E2] % (material) 8, 4 E]4 (mental)
#4, A A (relational) A,
374, 39l (behavioural) 4, L3K(verbal) I 2.
B39 #dd gu s Adsis = g2
AP HE ofFas HZEAA ARE
Yetdle AHY 74 a4 528
A oulE Ad¥ste dAF

(mood)©] $lonf, & AFelx
HEE 72 gaAt ok

H2Ed orlg ddse

ZA)| & (existential)

f

= Aol rle] HF ]

FA| H(theme)7} ATE o474 FAIRE=
BAolA WA Fuo] Hi oioq g
= Halliday(1994)+ 2] A

2 & o Ao 7P el AAHE FEol

rr

=z
=
AFeta stdth E=3 AR 28T F Ue
Ae PAyt 23E F2E F@sE AN |
Al8Hnominalization)= ©]3 H2EZH ulE

AW Ao)G4Fe] Spoltt.

Wsho) fla BHAA FAE 2 Hgn 43

o
o
EHAHoZ SAR T ouzo

= dE dsEs sk o ad ol GiE AduA 1 F 4 dmA Aol mHe ¥

Z A48 AX<Q A< (cohesion) T}
Hasan(1985)2 & 2 7]xﬂf4 xH3d 94 $AE

< FAgtta AR 23], 2007).
6) o3 A Agold FAH F=x
AHE, F9ole) a0, frol#A,

A] = ,] ,] 1:!] 2
ZA <454 (cohesion) 0| 2} 3} 0.1,
(substition), A Z(ellipsis), & < (conjuction), 13 & Z < (lexicalcohesion)¥ -2 5712 A&

= Fo) A9 g4 ko] BAE
wkel#A g Fol itk

A4 BARJ 83 3 (coherence)©|Th.  Halliday
Z]| Al (reference), T %

7NA7F &4

JERRE 7)5S 3te 44 AR 590
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B Aol oled WAdA Ukt Bel AW Fjoln, SABE TR 3ol e
vl Z9lsh olFEW Felo) Thpd AolBA  FIE AT UA etk

£ Agstel Wb diEg mAe] Y AR ABE AmAY ol APEs ol
shg BAsaA deh Aol WA Y HAST AR o) AE

g nFA GxEo|tt B AFdi s miA e}

o
ggaie] BA aede] did wAx "gaEe 2 AR 3 2 A3}

AT FAAHR] ATEHEY dae e 2k AWALS] co)x}RkaEel o] xpA A o] AP
3k 4L 20159 4€ 14¥0) JFHJTE A

Zo]  stu 8h WM(OPMS 9], 2014)9] EA|<}
yesls T UESs Tl A}%é}%lt}. o] uFAE 2009 7N
ATE Sl Zi%if& Ao Agsick = 4 ngARE FrYste] 2014 3€] ded
o Zeg F A 7H54 oo g o]Folx itk

AT o] WgRl colAghaet o) x4 €]

Ao Suigitka At WA F WA digd A F R &
3l

gk AFA= Hel& EF(convenience sampling)ol] A TEY o|aYA 2 oA A W
olal 73 HA] Al DTS AwALe] o]z A AT o R A EHo| gt
st olxpA Ao WA FHE AT e FHAA AFAe EA7E wARY] AW st
2 AAsdok o] BFE = F Y& AR Adstd AR/ F
ATARE AY 39 GuAtE Ad7kA] F8 oA dFAE AnAblAl vt H3tE e
wE I &3 AR 1EEw 15hd Stk H3e wdo M RE Yol 243
FEE w3tk a8y FEad 259 wel] §F oY v JilEE FgE o, wAket
= 158w WS F£AS Y Fgo] o A 2HE @Fo] LS FYIATE AT
™, Ha& FuAt A8 E5S FE 1w Ae FUS s dkon, =3k 594
ool gk TR AP A2E 7T AR & FFHFO0E e wHA H2ES I &
otk AT Y U FEE olTTYHSE A Aol ARSI
SR e FAE F StHte ddEE SR
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] 80410111 shckell AAE W e EFL
HAEE AT Zke] (7 V-1]014 AAIBHATH

= 2EE g3iojn] F9leb oI &
A2 el BA8kdan, 72F F91elA A}%ﬂ
oA EH AdH AFES AwEgth B
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BIM HAE 2y DA} 3L 2y
TEXT ] [ Discourse Utterance ]

... &) #QQ. ®

e

Object OhJEcl: Object process .| proces # Object Ohject process || process | | process
1 m 1 r 1 m 1 r

Il:zl-
2}
)|
oj
5

4o o m¥ Mo dot @

ﬂ

Object
2

(]

O dn Ao shAl, =W WSt B B dn Ao s, 23 wg B4
23 B EE ¢ 9 2-E9 T3] B
B A B U8 o3 =F T B =F
@ A9 )l A o3 a3)e Wal Bl B A Bako] Ulg o3a &
Ei;ﬁé-‘ll o1F&B)% "B oFA()

£ 29 AHEeNA 29 W} B4

H2E o34 W4} E3 oF 4
‘I’ H310)9] vl @

(19 m-1] 7 24 34

Agarel oA Ae] BAE Awsizdl A W AYY AFSL BAsdn
T A T
e G e A B FUSA AAskAh DA Feieln 9 24
pe FEHAL. FEE A gt B oA A, 2WEE GokE TR 49 33
o gajeln] F9ie] Ay WgelA ol Wal 2 BAT F e A @ dehie a4 @
SheAE AvRT, 0w A Fad oIE  HE Agsth 2eu Ay gl ot

8) AAEWA AT FEEHL S(EDHE HIRS NP(FAHT), VP(EAT), AP E T, PP(FAIAFT),
ADVP(F-A), IP(E ), AUXP(EZEAH) 22 T8, N(EAD, V(5 Ahet 22 do7px] &34
Ta%te BE 84E EASARL AAITAATANA EFL o EY 24AFA X (participant) 2}
Y 2] 5 AHprocess) & TAHLAE Hr)

9) & Aol EAo AHEE W& oFie FAAY F3H thd(object) T AAAAHA F3H
(process) 0.2 A3} 54t}

o
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o & ALl wEHAFUACIA0] EFE o] 9]
oug WeAFUANA 7I5E e H2ES
Agstar FEdoler gEd WEvks o] gate
AT A EE TS HAo] nA
o 24 A Fe] Aol olHT A7 F
A e eokshd (29 m-1] 3 2ok

2 dFeAe d7 24 Ao 4 A
B2 AREo] AAHEE 25 B tgt ¢
AR AL AFATANA AAEHA 7]Esar
gt

>

V. A2 24 Z1
L FAAJ] AN ZHE dutsists @
A H2E

7w EzEe) geholn] F9] 14

WA A AAIRE olxpeFret o] xbrg 4] of
APl g die [11“/1 Iv-113 2ol vl 7|
2 TAH 2
A 2l SH2 M«] o) 2}k
Fol ez el ois] dWsia 9,
A Zele s2)ellAE FolX gAE o
g3to] olatgkret olapRA Al o] HAE A|ASH
Aok Al HAl E3 )8} $3)2 25 YutEsie
LAl o|x}ghre} o|a kA 2 o] BAE A|A]
(©13} S4)oll A= S3ellA] AA|
o| x}&r4=2} o]z].ul—;@l/\lA

J

Lo

=7

<

o
=

&2 n°"

skar, vl WA 2%
@ A A= Sl

HAE Al At

10) Wigt7| FUAeldoldt 22 HE A Aol B M2 WEe dE 72

o|2kH: y=2"—4x+39 1) &
= ZlollA ki, ofu) o)1=

o] x53
o] WA
1, 33 k.

of} gro] ]

A4 ax’+bx+c=
A4 ax'+br+c=02] A

9} p 20| WA Q| xR} 2t}

9] 23

AR 3 y=ax’+br+co| 1)

(23 1V-1] o] 5H50} o] PR Ale] BA o]
ek moA o] drdE

oA WAMAA T il Lurael wA
AAE) s MA TARL oA el
Wel wAE !
NS el Ak S SR Bl
& glek ol2g aokshd (1Y IV2lsh 2
, o oA oG o)A Ae] BA
£ 7P 2 dehiE SyRge siolth

=
AYS F, AU BAE

n@ 240

Kl

>

J
=

. map EaEe] olBY F9 #

gxE0 ofFEy AYE B
=1 S [

Iv-3]?+ %01 dF e g EH“(Obr

Az 3 Ao LI (P:Rel)o] YEREOH,

o

AF Ao g4 e 94 F=E 53 T+
2 o]FAR ol /el &4 tlXdOb, " ,0b, 7,

Obs ", Ob, HI2-& T3t Yt} 1Elal 3=
HAHOZ Obs ' & Ob, " & Zrb ks BA| g2
°of ¥4 T=E °oFaL Atk ©] H, P:Re!d)
Ql Zth= TAA g (Relational Process)2 L

Ell= FAkIH, Ob; * o] Al S (identifier) 9]

AR, BpAkeh A

Aol S NaF P S £EFA L /R JALES] Bl BeY 5 WA HAe1FY 9,

2000; ¥H8-3+ 2003)0.%, nALO] X
3 22 43l HeEAFYACIA JE
11) Ob52 S39 4 YEelY=
12) ObsS+ ‘zF®°E 9u|sty, 0bs ' &
TE E3tE ASRE oA}

< 3=

0obs<!

sANE Ygdatds o oAl 1A
o (head)o] o|HE FAISTHA ofg o]FAE0]
y=ax’+br+c TeZ} 2 wHY HHE

SREsold Ugel WY S5 e AR e A%, BE, 2lR

Aojolmz B A7) EAjelA Aelstsirh
5514 vl objec & P @k,
A
SEREE
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S1| z#Zg B3 oA A% S2| CAE T #A AA

S3 Al #/A AA

S4 o] A AA

ol

y=a—dz+3 o ‘ of uf ojxjzirel D=2} 2o
Y HTE ol

F-+3=0 9 £ 42 1,33 o}

== QBE
EREE Ty
= ol shdck

olg} o] ol y=ac’ +bete o
ezt o2 Dol LAEE
ORI 2?4+ b+ =0 9} A2

AR oW ar® +br+c=0 o
A22 olxfgs y=arl +hrte o

2a=ek o509 nEe HE Lo

[29 1V-2] olatgtret o]apAg 4] AA o that alxbA o] w4 dn 244

Obs " o] AAA(identifying) e YEME AL o 1 o] ye Ao (superordinate) £ HHA AT}
w| g}, 145 stejojollA] AeJolRe] Wshe on o
ole} o] ¥ IV-3]9] S3914 YERD o3 HlSksemantic generalization)E UEN+= o3&

o

A5 AW T SISelA ALSE olflaET W deem MWHiEe] dusll Ayl
Mt ojflke] Wzt FRelE Felo) 7] G¥L 3 A& Aol F + Aok

A gl s $4E Ak 35S oet B, PASKominalizaion® 314 ot
Atk AR, olae] YHHAGyponomy)HE  YHE UERITE S1 ol Texs

ol-g3te <umlel Uuksls YT <E p=3
IV-1>3} Zo] t)’d Ob;,, Obs, Obs Sl1, S204

o] F& Y
(subordinate) 2 A A EHATH7}F S3004 W=Z7}F F

T AelA gtk 9] TRl agent)
o] o]x}akme] T e} pEo] AE uhdrhi=
e§2] 7} (behavioural process)= FEHS Aot}

= EF yxrt §au

ol A& y=ax’ +br+c o Lz} %%9] %ﬂﬁl .riﬁ‘-.ﬁ% ol zpgA4 a.rgTb.'r-i—r:ﬂ o] A&y} Ao

Ob, Ob, Ob; Ob;  Obs Ob, Ob; P:Re

| u

Ob.’
\ J
Obs'

[18 IV-3] 74 E2E §39] 054 24

< IV-1> mAA AP AECA U o}k 4a

o3 3hejof &2l

Ob; S1 y=a"—4z+3 S3 y=az’ +br+ec
Obs S2 22 —4r+3=0 - S3 ar’ +br+c=0
Ob, S2 T AT S3 A

13) P:Re, 94 P& &AM (transitivity) ol A1 2] 7} (process)E WEFH ™, Re= #A|Z 7 (Relational process) &
o v gt

14) u A et A (hyponymy)E o134 Sujo] i3t AFTH FEEA, 3 Fo] u)d thE £
ZASAY 9 Fd THEH= BAE LIHIEAE, 1992).
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2 ¢ olARkEe] Tlme} pdel WS aFEE oA 2 4 +3=0 o] F AT 1,33
2t
[ V4] 234 gzEoA Uehd gAs}
S3
[C1ARF y=a’ +ho+c 9 TAZH + 59 09 FEE| QAR @l rlwte=0 9 AZH Bk
A7
sS4

[VAWRA 0+ beto—0 9 ADE|AARE y=a thote 9 205 e @A) pRE) A,

74 3

[28 IV-5] ngA AEarE

o] Aol S20llA= colxkghe] et xE
o] mA olghs WARRE BiATh o}
A FAR AT F e AL WAV =¥
TEE F@she S BAEE dTekE
007). WIHAE [ZF V4] Zo] HAE
B3l 43S TS S1o] S20lA4 F8H4 o)
2 uHALAL, o] & Ob, = THA Obs
3 Ob, " e BAE FAF § e
AR AR 28T A HIAT XY WA}

o]

S
8

o ox Mt Rt it

o
o,

o
on

© @stejn F9lellAe I tidsks 34
e A3 EY Aol & & itk

AR, &7 Tzﬂ—r(theme) Wals 01%—3}04
g2Eo] FA|HRI oJuE AT S35
8 7122 Jehf™E ‘Obs = Ob, ’o]x, S4=
‘Ob; " =0bs " ’elth. 7 WAlE EF olagkret

olxblrg el BAE UehiaL glo] oA os
L BAE & 5 Ak 28U aAME (2
& 1V-5]9F o] FAH-E Obs " oA Ob, " = wt
Frol 845 TSI AA N TAAT A R

oA vehd FA o] W3}

o FARE ¥4 AY Qo e Wee

eebe, Aol Wgo] Foldt HAHFE AR o
=1 oo l—l:]—(ﬂg"i 2008; °o]“gdo} 2] 2008;

= O
=23

Aol Al ERA AL

W2 wsts T "2EF

ol#st THolA S33} S4=

o] BAE o AFre] BT oAb
Bl 27t EWF glow omHon Az
O 9%e shn gtk olsh o] WA Hx
B FAe] WEE ol gl Haoln F9)
A4 elulg AL Y= AL 2 F Uk

oo} ol WA WRECA AREY AU
Sa uehd gsieln Felsk ofHEY
$EAGE SOk T (19 IV-61% 2tk
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|2k ot +

olojo| HohA

y=ar+hrto

Py olojo| FHst

e%N 5 QA wd %9 nA Ees A2 ot 422 ame o

I, (28 V-1 2ol dF e SATI-THE

2. o) Ase] T msl »H7e] WAHS SAL olgso oy} oA u)
s BAS AN AmAte] Aw  HE e Ao BAS B A¥ew ok
o5 A} FAR olAAAe] e 3e B
os) stse] Aede HAAAT de w

7k AmAbe] Ardel tigh gEks

f
S

4 s7b Taolm, TselAE olabgAA el s
B olgstel ol 22 Fsha gk To

ATALS] ol AR FsE olapggAe] wAPel o 1 5

B AYHNE SRS 2P BAF A ALsh o F3 Bt e A s @A

L?L
ekt . mREteR TrolA WA 2% mHL
TIolA BAE A oA BE ol gsfe] olA4g T 2]

o) aRmsl Pe AN F shwel e stk

O ol aeEmsh o %3 Ws e b wAel AWg wabd HzESh vwmsind
pavas

Z711 o] F Mol EAo| ts] FHEF olor  Tid Tex= 2zt S1, S20 sFEHW, T7S S33
718t k. T2 =9 d4d EA iz #Eo] Ik T2-T5E o|xge] 1 =e) o
WAL kol /e GEtolH, T3oME 25 o WA FIIF o|AF 9] 4o] FHojrt

~

Al (topic) & <SA7E FARJATel diste] 2 wje] I RS YERH (14 E, 2010), ¥ ATFolAE
DAY L7 Tl sl (aboutness) LI AETHE AFa I WSl mEt BEHFS o cOldto
“d(aboutness)’ & FEZ}EFFATE 2L oW 5T AAU AAES] HAG AHE NEor 57| AA
o] Ed(attribute) == 52 7FAE Yt 22 AL AdEsts Aoz gt o=y WUEd
#Est T 8% FEREA HA #AF FAE VP @ol EoEclE L4 ARAESFTE,

2003).
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/ e o ke ] O et e
=2 ity
[TL® IV-T] olx}jharet o 2P 2 o] Al thEk wAke] Axas}
Aol w3 @R sisaold PAdem  mAAel Azt Arela AND Ane] A
UehpA eke tgoldith et moE (1 Ade Awsks giEdA HARoR mast
HIv-8)3 o] Tlo] =iRel Azt drPe] A @2 AL wIAelA  ojAe]  HiA
ARG A e B3 o] A AANSFATE (background)!® HEEZ AMEESS  u|rh
a2y WA wAAoA w7 FRE AREE
./4: Ae FEHA (figure) o= HIolM HERY
> w4 12 hm P y i
o] o]AE HA(foreground) HEE AHE3FATH
ol 2} AfEpickn $ick, ojtf B220| HOPICH xIpil o1z 1 0]7 o g3lojn Z=QoA wWAle] AWy wa
DIXI 22 AIZIE T5l0] EAH
A 8iES 4 2 Aoldolet & 4 Ak @
>> Wz EAp| h=—5(t—2)"+200|22 2 J2jo= @2 j(myt
AL olAgRe} oA WA F
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EDZ:—sfizot‘ = Ht—0)=0 7’_1— Tt S AAEE A BHAle AR
ol sanbart Je 1> 000z =40t O * 1 L =
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> il OIRIE y=az' +ha-+col T2 2T BHYS Hol 23EE y=02 ol 291 2L B AAZE 71 A He=X o gk ]‘?r(Why)TE: A
ORIl @+ b +c=02| Altat e},
Su gtk EW T olAPHAY 22
(2% 1V-8] w3pAellA AA = A2k D7) Aests W2 adxdAEs tehta &gt

<3 V2> udx e 2Bt wAle] Hdrdwain]al

L T}HA S1

S2 S3 S4

T1

A} TZ‘TS‘

T4 ‘

TS5 T6 T7

16) %7 (foreground)¥} ) 7 (background)> = E3}3}-§
Aabe g

Hale 2

e e WA R

£ol4 AgE AdoE, AFEE Aty Y

2 (figure/ground alignment)’oll ©]&22 ZAE Fi Uttt AW thdS A4S o J47 vig

AL Q7o F2F 1A 58 9 dito]th(Taylor, 2002). AR AAB A= o] AL 3}
Z7F MAE A2 71 SHconceptualization)dh= 219 stUZE 7H
A7} Wslo| A 7R = YA JAAE 9] E(communicative intention)9} 2 ATE = AHEola
¢, 2002 sk 48kt

Ak B AT AP FRY 3
287
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A, WARE BE olalE B/ s T4F
FAR AR B S Utk AT oAl
P WA A A s ol

o olmg FAsE wHAel Fe] wAe] A

oA = o] W&ol UehtA sttt o]AE —F
S <3 IV-2>9} )
wARY] AW TI-T7 oA AdS 7 2 o
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5 719 thAHAOb, AOby), T 71X 3 3A
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(28 1Iv9] At AHe] AP 17
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WA Fsle] A B3 17 9 AR ERE &
A wHA 833 Hlwg A= o 2ol
Al 7HA 2 debgTh
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Ob, ol y=ar’ +br+ec
Ob, = e
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Ob, 3 -> Oby n
Obs rEE Ak
AOb, Yk
7t AOb, 0
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Obs oA A ar® +br+c=0 -> Obs o2 4]
Oby A - Ob; ’ =
P:Re; 2o (=1 P:Beh, Zt}

17) A Gslo A A4
18) Obs ' = A2

u @},

A oY obst 22 dl

)

BAL TASE BHAA TATL AST NG olfaE
%3 g oJvsAT ol

Ajd FAFEE gk
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AR, WARE wHA H2Efe thE P9F e B A adzE sdsidan A
AME AHgRRo M WAt B AEA o] E3 wA BF AeABg FHE Bi Qe
& FASATE A S3o0A4 UERD PRey ‘2 AEo|BRE wmAR] o34 AjERo] ofn] o
b= IAA A (Relational Process)S UEIN= 2 FNE FA &eth o9k Zo] wA= Ui
FATAIANE, WAFE T7 ' oA PBeh, ‘T o AAA Aol Y3 o3 4AE AHEAAT,
= 9] I A (Behavioural Process)S AHESIE  WE QA4F Q3 oAAEY] AFS FA] o
o #AAZ $43 P AL g2 FALEE 22 A Ob = ZHALY Ob, " ¢ FIF
U, SAM S Wske "2Ee AR W YuE F=2085t0 o &+ ok

E9] om#A Y] WstE UERATHHalliday & T OE o34 A dF B, WAE
Matthiessen 2004). nL3}A oA AASH TAA 3 IpA] S30A4 Yebd o 0bsQ] ‘e FF= A

QA Ah e FAA xFpet Aol #A S I YHE Obsl cwi ew wde 9
=1 ?‘é st A4S vk 1y wAke] B9E v ey cwe] e ied il v
AL Ztp = 9] FAl(agenn?] ol A H, w2 7|EHE tideE F A o4
el s FAe d5S 78 IS 3 AR OE £ e Jehdth ol2g o3

A s

3 Ak o]g %*ng g9 FAVE 8 A9 FERRe =% HHFY tE ouE A
el stgor g AL S U & 02X ST YataFolA JataFe Al
AAR FAAZ| L 7314 E5S a73h] A o] WA F Utk g2 wHe 239}
WAL o=et & 4 glom o7l ol cmA Yl tiE om|e] Aol lE| FUIE A
3% Wetel] ofsf UEhd WstE = S Qlrh g 4 distolth
EA, WAk AWolA F A tE 449

ol 4 A Fdo] YENETE Shve ek A WAME oAl o)A e B/AE A
ZH(contextual ellipsis)!N & 213+ 34832 30| g & SASolA wHA p8lAdlA A AT T
T oE O Sus o WEs e oAa 1€ ddsA & &, ¢IAEE st Yok

ks
Al

ol Ake & F U 1342 FH(omission) SH 1 OS olxiate) Takme (0] el ZAIEE Tolofl
olth. WA e I dde AvRd, wa 1) y=2"~2z+1 2) y=2'—52+6
= @ y=—2"+4z+5 @ y=—22"+ 142
= Ob, ' % ‘xFFe] wH S FAs] S8 2

T4 U8 o3& 0b)l olAEE, Ob8l 1 TAF A 81T o)A o] BA 1 =30 mA

Y2 Wslo| A AFSHY. T3 TI-T79] ¥ Fw golrx2 sASUL A, =3

Sl ST s wHew o o B HER T, A, o2
of wHe HEE T =] A 3o
Az P&

19) A dojxd mH FFol wet AFS A AAA A S(linguistic ellipsis)Z =2 A Z(contextual
ellipsis)®] F 74 302 FESTE dojd A=go|d Qo] dojd o o] & /}esHAl slF= Ao
2 ®¥o] L 4 v @3t el BAHCE Yot e AE Ko, WeEkd Aol ggo] o
01"" o] Adasts BAolv g3l WAAORE AAEH A Fe Aolthel W, X,
2009).
32 (implicature) & 3 & #E5H o7 oWl EHo] JlAE FEA 9H|(Grice, 1975, 2714, 2001
AAE 3 F A, T2 FEo A A ArE U3l WY HAFTHoR AAH
2~
T

o2 gejg

20

=
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A yEhg 002 FYth

WAL ye) grel 0% BiIE cheol? B Eolok
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ER RO E T TR

WAL oj AR A Folok dunh. oH H
2ok G7h o, BAE oo FHEs
Faeba Hojglgunh
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S HAY

LA ;o

34 : 09 HEA o Hen Holop FUR
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IR ]
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ol wAE cwe] xFHEE n
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AolA FEHE 0b,8l WAR= Ob; " <l
oE FHEsA ) e AT e TS
T dejool ARk, o]abg 4] & o] Akghr
o ajzel AE VA FoBE e o
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gt} SRR cwHe] HEE wHOF,
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TH 8459 ¥HIE e Zeg 1
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A2~ WellA vebd etaAlz Ak
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[rzzwus v [0zs 2|—[ x=ve 2z |

[ IV-10] 2ALe] A
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EERIEE LR RS
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®7ge] Mo 7utEs F

=2 W3}

718t F4, 15 AA, 29 54

TFEIIAT = I 5SS 5YT HA2H YelA w49
W31 X X (treatment) &} A Al thFE FA 5 A
5 2

A 2E 9] W} e
3 AT,

B MEQ H&
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e AeEpolel & S Atk (31 719, 2001). = 225

@ WA Heel doln 54 F wEe 44 4

oA FRHOoR FPE WA ANCR  zam agweos. x5S S 1A
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A Study on the Written Texts of a High School
Mathematics Textbook and Teacher’s Classroom
Discourse
-A Focus on ‘The Relationship between Quadratic Functions

and Quadratic Equations’-

Jeon, Soo Kyung (Graduate School, Yeungnam University)

This study analyzed the written texts of textbook

and the teacher’s discourse explaining ‘the

relationship  between quadratic functions and
quadratic equations’ in the 9th grade high school
mathematics class. Data consisted of the lecture
recordings and the textbooks were analyzed based
on the Halliday’s systemic functional linguistics.
According to the results, the written texts of the
textbook used lexico-grammatical strategies such as
generalization using hyponomy of meanings,
mathematical objectification through nominalization
and materialization of meaning through change in
themes to compose mathematical concepts. The
textbook generalized from an example in the
description of formulating mathematical concepts,

and in this process the organizational interactions

* Key Words : Mathematics Classroom Discourse(<™

Cho, Cheong—Soo (Yeungnam University)

of discourse-semantic level and lexico-grammartical
level appeared. On the other hand, the teacher’s
doscourse appeared the change in transitivity and
the addition of the reasons and the process. Also
the teacher used explanation process of formulating
the relationship between quadratic functions and
quadratic equations. The linguistic characteristics of
the teacher were linguistic implication and omission
of lexemes due to contextual ommission. And there
structural

was no use of lexico-grammatical

resources that influence the discourse- semantic
level. This results provide a new framework for
analyzing mathematical discourse, and suggest the
lexico-grammatical strategies that can be used to
explain mathematical concepts by teachers in math

classrooms.

8t A3}, Systemic Functional Linguistics(A] Al

754218, Discourse Analysis(F3} £4)

=844 0 2015. 10, 7
=25 02015, 11. 15
AALEE : 2015, 11. 16

- 546 -



<HF 1> ARALe] o|apgtEst ojxpg Aol Aol ek drdwst

ool g9¥e Aexne 3dg 7 n) eSS
5] A7 B 00 4 N nee =2 4
FA g oWl olg@A o] YL ), = \ /
ol & BA F A BYUs? \ J &
o] A& Heo Bty Holx?
E e
LA o] xE3 wanie ooprdu T o\ o400 = 1542
A A 2 xFHA HuEE xFe] 5L yRol e e
2}
f_i]]—/\g -0
FAL : yarol 0ol
o? a3 ™ o] 2o o] ygke] 00 #S Zolg. ol AU, TH?
2, 28| ol I E Ae
WAL | 0 +2x7) MEE ke Folep
shAl - 0
AR o,
x"2+2x= 0 | 00] H= <& ol
SAE ARAAZA vl FYTE o)Al FHok? o] A7
0% IR
ETUR R ARSI RE
of. oA 2 FE Ar A5G
AP AFEHE ALY e Hw?
g4 2o F4
WA 2o 3L A
26 e A5Es U
stAl - oH .
WA o], )
LSRN 1 A 5EE S AA xel ghol WOk
StA) : 0EE -2
AR o,
x= 0 or -2 / OH:_E‘ -2 YE.}‘/ "’\AG O!\.’Ec | g
(1235 e g shel 7o) \ N
of. Aol 225
oAE A AHEY7 xZ2F vhE o] 0xE -2 T, \\ / ;
anve. e
ob~ ¢to 2 xF3 WHE ofYA Fowm Ao i ‘
ER IO
WAL ygkel 0012 T SA Iohgel ol WA =& FopFW HA
ol sl E Y 7}?
A

- 547 -




