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between propositions. Some global schemata consist of natural packages
of generic world knowledge, such as person stereotypes, object concepts
and scripts. Another class of global schemata is associated with
particular text genres, the four basic genres being descriptive, narrative,
expository and persuasive. However, there are various subclasses within
these broad categories, and some texts are hybrids of multiple genres.

At the most abstract level all propositions in a text are summed up
in one macro-proposition. Thus, coherence accounts for the organization
of local senses in the text to arrive at a global sense [van Dijk 1977;
1980; van Dijk & Kintsch 1983]. Once the global level of the text is
attained by a representation, coherence not only refers to relations
between parts, but appears as a factor assigning unity to the text as a
whole. The result is that the text appears as a unified entity, functioning
#% a whole.

Aiming at the unity of the text and thus at a global representation,
voherence provides a top-down framework for the organization of
textual semantics, which is not part of the text itself, but of the writer’s
and reader’s world knowledge, including their social and communicative
eampetences. In other words, global coherence provides a link between
the text and the macro-social context of its production and reception.

Accordingly, coherence relations can be regarded as cognitive
fechanisms,  typically text-type  or  genre-specific,  which

fénkers/writers draw upon to organise their texts and which readers are
pected to recognize in the interpretative process. They express
Imarily logical meanings with respect to the ideational plane of
rourse.,

Local and global coherence relations can be signalled explicitly by
Bourse markers, e.g. connectives or pragmatic particles, which serve
guides to interpretation. However, discourse markers cannot be

fded as direct indicators of coherence relations. In most cases
rence relations are implicit and the establishment of coherence
lons relies upon the discourse processing experience of the
preter (degree of familiarity with the text-type or genre) and their
itic and general background knowledge, since different inferences
result in different ways in which propositions and text units can be
Fated [Blakemore 2004; Taboada 2006; 2009].

Thus, it is extremely important to investigate the local and global

Fl!vc relations for the purposes of text analysis, and language
ks practices.
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