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II 

Abstract 

This  study aims to  investigate  linguistic  cohesion in student written 

discourse . The  researcher used descriptive analytical  method  

quantitatively and  qualitatively  in it s design . The researcher  used two 

instruments  to collect the data of , which were  students written work  and 

questionnaire  for teachers  in two Sudanese Universities .  The sample of  the 

study  consisted of  60 students written work and  50  teachers  at Sudanese 

universities . both  subject were study and teach English language third year . 

The  data were analyzed by  using  the statistical  program (SPSS)  then were 

textual analysis of the  subjects the teachers questionnaire  and students  written 

work .  

The  analysis of the data showed that  there were weaknesses  in using  some 

grammatical  devices in student students written discourse , that due to their  

ignorance of  grammatical cohesion  moreover  students at Sudanese  universities 

are not able to produce well coherent text. 

 At the end of the  study  the researcher  presented some recommendations . these  

recommendations  focused on paying more attention to the use of grammatical 

cohesion in designing  syllabuses and in teaching  language , moreover  students at 

Sudanese universities should receive more practice in using grammatical devices.  
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Abstract Arabic version  

 مستخلص البحث

 

هذفث الذراسة لثحث الحراتط اللغىي فى الٌصىص الوكحىتة  لطلاب اللغة الاًجلزٌه تالجاهعات 

لجوع  تٍاًات  الذراسة اسحخذم . لقذ جثٌا الثاحث  الوٌهج الححلٍلً الىصفً كواً وكٍفاً .ألسىداًٍه 

الثاحث اسحثٍاى  و اخحثار لٌصىص الوكحىتة  وقذ اثثحا صذقهوا وثثاجهوا  فى الفصل الثالث هي 

 الرسالة

 .جكىًث عٌٍة الذراسة  هي سحٍي طالثاً و خوسٍي هحاضراً تالجاهعات السىداًٍة 

 (SPSSٍٍ )لححلٍل تٍاًات الذراسة  اسحخذم الثاحث  ترًاهج الححلٍل الاحصائى 

اظهر جحلٍل الثٍاًات  اى هٌاك ضعفاً فً اسحخذام أدوات الرتط اللغىي حٍث اى اسحخذاهها لن 

 .ٌكي كافٍا وصحٍحا 

فى الخحام أوصى الثاحث على ضىء الٌحائج الوححصل علٍها تالاهحوام توشكلة الحراتط اللغىي 

  .  عٌذ جصوٍن الوٌاهج  وجذرٌسها كوا أوصى تاعطا الذارسٍي هزٌذً هي الحطثٍق والحذرٌة 
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