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BN AEZR, WK X ¥ ORI B b 5 b . 3% B0 30K IR 86 9 22 5F
BT EUEE N ANME S BLENEFE, HIHHAEELES 6E
MR KR

KR A CFMEL; KFEXEHRSE; ATLE#; GoR)
EE®Y: WEHF, I AFAEEFHE AT, TERAR T HHEEXFE,
SNEHF, AXHNATBAXHLBZFHART—HTE “REZEEDRNEKE
MEMAAXLERMNEAHR” [FE S 23YJAT52010] & fr B b ak R o

Title: Bridging Unreadability: Al Empowerment in College Foreign Language
Literature Teaching

Abstract: Amid the Al-driven transformation of education, “unreadability” is
shifting from a reading barrier to a catalyst for interpretive innovation. However,
its multilayered implications have yet to be fully and systematically developed in
college-level foreign language literature teaching. Students often fall into a dual
predicament: an excessive pursuit of interpretive certainty on one hand, and a fear
of misreading on the other—Ilargely due to their inability to accurately distinguish
between different layers of unreadability. These layers can be categorized into four
dimensions—Ilinguistic, textual, cultural, and philosophical-—with the latter three
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forming the core challenges of literary interpretation. Textual unreadability arises
from anti-traditional forms that disrupt linear reading logic; cultural unreadability
stems from narrative blanks that imply intercultural estrangement and hinder the
generation of meaning; philosophical unreadability involves the perpetual slippage
of signifiers, which points to infinite interpretive possibilities beyond contextual
confines. Using The Waste Land as a paradigmatic example, this study explores how
Al empowers literature teaching through technological pathways such as semantic
visualization, allusion mapping, digital continuation, meaning expansion, and
simulated philosophical dialogue. These strategies guide students in constructing
cognitive frameworks to navigate unreadability and engage more deeply with
the complexity and openness of literary texts. Such Al-augmented pedagogy
reconceptualizes unreadability as a collaborative thinking arena between humans
and machines, promoting the integrated development of critical thinking and
creativity.
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teaching; Artificial Intelligence; The Waste Land

Author: Sun Yanping is Associate Professor of English at School of International
Studies, Zhejiang University (Hangzhou 310058, China). Her major research areas
are British and American literature, and foreign language teaching (Email: pearlsyp
@163.com).

ANTHERE (AD ECASURIN BT “3C0E, el e
@&\I%%ﬁ%AtﬁEI#ﬁ SHIMRATES AR CGE2H], “Al 5 AN
FARVPFBERL R 16) o AN CHHEE IR OIES), S B AR FE IR
ZIRMAE SCF BN R IR R o o, S0 “ANRT R ()7 B DRE,
BRW NI 5 AT XANBCE R R AL SCEEE S
TR R BTN

B 20 LB DK, AR A B A SCEA T TS B R AR S R
SR BN T R EEAR (KB TR S DR 5 VR R G o AERAAY T SRR, S
FCORTRE” AR IO S W R AL, RINICAE X
MIEMATEE SR E R, “ANERWMERE, FTUBEMRERE K
L RAZERAENE 7 (25 o IERXMREZA T E RN E

1 RRPE - AEMMRZLEE CANETERE” 5 AT MR EEIIR R, 5
Harold Bloom, How to Read and Why, New York: Simon & Schuster, 2001.
2 WM MEMEEREIRT ,  (OMEREF ) 6 (2018) ¢ 622-635,
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S, MR B A2 22 R 1T S, B S SR 2 AR R AR, AL
TR IBI 5 30% “ARTEEE” Z AR SR T, FrEEKmE LS
HVEIEIZ IR RSSO . 2 IRk, 78 K AME SCEE B3 30 b M ) 32 1
o TR TN SO AN T SRR PR AT VR A P FRORE , TR AL R () e BB =K

EESFHEESE D, RS "SI 5 R S, H
MHTELZEEFHEEREEESRE. RN RS LR R, (F
RIBEEHEMEELEILE, CFHE N OE T 5 95 A AT 5O,
N AT SCAR PN R I AR . AT FOR BRI A S, @it 3 2RE 5 A E 5 HL
AR, AE— R B 7 6 REA AR A A& 00 FE AR, iR T
WAL CRIR ML T ROR I#. Rk, SO NARAR A B AT T2 RS 4n i
AT B SR AR, A R A8 IR A A A ) 152 e T B B g T AR BEAG . X SR
BB RN KA RN JZ T A TS v i B AR R R 25, A AL 5] 1 )
BLARBTHESE .

YHgHr (T. S. Eliot) B Giilil)  (The Waste Land) VE NI T K]
W, HRE A2 B SO e 2 A RN R IR ik, HERIMIE T N
AR RISCEAREA, O AL GRIRY NEFERE, A ALK H2E
W, B AR RINIEE . SUR. SU RIS IR, R

I fRE -l S (CEMEAL) hiad, AT B RS 2w R I R W,
2 I, Paul de Man, Blindness and Insight: Essays in the Rhetoric of Contemporary Criticism, Minneap-
olis: University of Minnesota Press, 1983; J8fBUHh, AFIT « KEIAN “AnfiEiE” & SUARMEIE
WZY, BEREH A THE, @ EFiRiES 52 EM, £ ). Hillis Miller, The Ethics of
Reading, New York: Columbia University Press, 1987.

2 AT AL CERENS I BT, A S ROR SR B ST, (R SR A e TS
AR AT A S T T AR, AT AT R 5 SRR B S R E S . 2 L Kundharu Saddho-
no, et al., “Al-Powered Automated Criticism Design Tool Based on Texts and Its Themes,” /ICACITE,
Greater, Noida: IEEE, 2024, 1528-1533; Cristina Garbacea, et al., “An Empirical Study on Explainable
Prediction of Text Complexity: Preliminaries for Text Simplification,” The 59" Annual Meeting of the
Association for Computational Linguistics and the 11" International Joint Conference on Natural Lan-
guage Processing, New York: Association for Computational Linguistics, 2020, 1-10.

3 T BRI IA T M H#E, 2 W Wesley A. Hoover and William E. Tunmer, The Cognitive
Foundations of Reading and Its Acquisition: A Framework with Applications Connecting Teaching and
Learning, New York: Springer, 2020.

4 BHRIETFE R B AN HEIEHEFE, S W, Shen Guorong, “Strategies for Improving Text
Reading Ability Based on Human-Computer Interaction in Artificial Intelligence,” Frontiers in
Psychology 13 (2022): 1-10.

50 efE. FERTEARRS, G MEAEL R S ZATH MR IE R . w
AT « & YR AR G 1R, BB, 2RATRENESS
—EIE RS, BB TSN G o KPR AR VAN AT S AT AR (R R
) E AR . 2L F. R. Leavis, New Bearings in English Poetry, London: Chatto & Windus, 1932,
84; Cleanth Brooks, Modern Poetry and the Tradition, Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press,
1939, 136-172.
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FEETUs H AL BOR G S22 AR RO SR . SO TE B 5 3 2 i = 26 2
PRl . I H AR SO COANTIEE” N, S AE AN RE BB T B =
NAERHLE], EREEIEEI G (distant reading) 5L (close reading) [
BTN, e 2SI [ U8 31 156 152 58 7 R4k 1 R

—. IMEXEHFERPAREENENEERE Al EBHLEH

EE SCZ M b, RN 5 CnT etk A RO RS I R )R UK &
(complementary antonym) , B —/NSCATGE RN B4 “Retg i bilise” L “J
ERE R O E SR AR AETE R, 3 AR E [ 3R] (gradable
antonym) [RRFAE, BIHEIR — AN SCARCAN /T35 7B, 18 % FF 3R 48 & 58 A 0vk B, 1
T BRI SCAXS 22 B M & A7 ARG BB i A0 R RS o “ AN ATt AL A Ap
B R A AR P (eeeee ) AT E T ATz, B G
T RE AN AT G52 14 P ) R AL AR R T St I AN S 7 (FRUKE 16) o TE&Z
TR Jo7 5 R R R BUEL IR S, AR B T AN T S T M B RRIE R R ——
AERAHEG FHECS W T B A DRI, SCAR AN o] B4 s T ) 152 R AR A )
73, HANAT LR BE I e € Bl 13 77 2

JUEAS T ) B 2 S B S P ) AR AR, (H SR D
BEAR A R R THEC:, DA TR AR L (R SR e T o S5 A4 32 O SOA “ %
VB (ambiguity) MF%2, VIR E CHHE S LS (difféerance) AR AITH
M & MR, #fd B T AN AT MR AR . 1 AR, Ik e R LA S S
HORBEA IR E AT AT L, R 5B R AIHZ R E . A SOARRS, 27
AL PN TR RO TR X e B3R DA 4 AN ] S 1R 2 PR T O R 2 K e
(F) “IEfR” , BLIRR MM B X “— VIR R w7 09U A T A ] R s
BEANHT o X e 22 B YR T X AN AT etk 1 T AR . DRI, e IR AE 4G A
PR RE AL, A 0 AR B ) 5 TR AN (R R 2R AN AT s, g S B N A 1 T R S )
sy bE . MEFanl, U7 R VISR AR B RO AR S 2 RO AT
PEIP) RE

FEAME S B0, ANAT I AT R R - NE S . SO XXk
TV ZEm LB D, 3 aRE R RERERS IS S AR, FIRZ W
R F R RERS B AR S ZMMERNES TN E. AT
HRETE R DA 2 1H 3 R B BhARE s P . AL B B NI B 4 R
77, Hnp@ R AGR B R AR Z G . X ALIREh “A T S5 H

1 bR R RGRN T CRIRT M. e (EURM-ER A MR S, NE
SRENH T SR CANTR AR « REDIARSCHIF 70D S5 1 3R Sat o HoAth % 2 « Mok, 222 - 12
Ry UL5E - M A I 1 AR, BRI RIS . 2 0 William Empson, Seven Types
of Ambiguity, New York: New Direction, 1930; Jonathan Culler, Structuralist Poetics: Structuralism,
Linguistics and the Study of Literature, London: Routledge, 1975; Jacques Derrida, Of Grammatology,
translated by Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak, Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1976.
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B AT AN

5 MM (Linguistic Unreadability) 5 T 152 %18 & 26l A2 #}
SRS SCARTE 5 RGOV, A8 B SC [ 132 0 B B RS o 1% b ) i, 15
T L LT AR OO BRI TR AR R iR RG]
LI AT B OCAME 5 (1 B R 48R, BAENTF I EREIE SRR, I
NEM g E . PSS R R SR S H N HAZ 0 R 2 AT i
AN, BET I REMESRE, Wik, Ak, HUH%7 (8
%5 2) o {40 Flesch-Kincaid A3, 8 o #r-Fias Gk / %0 A
SR GRE/ D SRITFSSUR MBS, BACSCRT R, | AR E T
FIN AT EARTES A (NLP) HARGHLE Y 2B, nlHEs) a8 73 4 A
Fras . EHNA KRG R MBI BB, B ) A8 D Sk
kMG, AT, MERERH AT EE R — AR SOR, MR NE R
AR A = ANERE (OUAR, U, ), SRR SCEE R A A SRR
AN PR

SCARE T AT M (Textual Unreadability) Y5 T S 2218 5 1 Fa A= 46

1 Flesch-Kincaid 7] 3 14 23 20 B J. Peter Kincaid 25 A\ T 1975 4 3£ T Rudolph Flesch [¥] #f 7% #2
Hho A B AT 35 B ZE VP Al 4 AR SCRY A5 YR ARk 0 el s ¥ P2 0 i, FAZ O R B —
AN REE R SO (] 3 2 55 RlE A FE A ) 7 B 2% FE S IE A K. 2 L ). Peter Kincaid, et al,
Derivation of New Readability Formulas (Automated Readability Index, Fog Count and Flesch Reading
Ease Formula) For Navy Enlisted Personnel, Florida: Institute for Simulation and Training, 1975.
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(defamilarization) g, ' XA T M EZEKEHES, CHES BT ZE

FERNE SOE 4R MRMRT 5 RIOR B A SUAR B REAE S, X —RF RUAE AR 32 SO
JEERESUESR IR B ERE B S TSRS KR, Bk
d 2P PR e I, TR IR AT . EIMESCEEE T, U ZE AT
LR ER S A R OB EIB R, KB DR EOr i IG5 EREE, W
AU EE LS B R XTSRS ER, B ZERCAR, AL RIESHE
A (LLMs) n] P Bh#E R B & il ORI S A, 456 b TR (i
EXMEEL "Wn) , Al BB EIRE S MG X R, H B0 E
AR ZEH ., XM SRR G, BRI NS5 51 K B B R 5 4 it
THARBAT.

AL E T AN AT 32 (Cultural Unreadability) Y5 T2 % X4 % 5
AR R Z ARG . AEIME S 2 T, SUF DS SR 2 95 SOA e BT
3%, A SRR B SR B8 45 Xk AR SO A5 IR 2 =48, A
TCVEA RACLSUAR RIS NG . B SR JZ T A T 32, #e /R 0l B %4
RANIRFCCAT JG SO 17 5185, JFRahHEM . SCi s i 5%
FIRIBAN CA S [ o 7RSI FE A, AT BT A 5 SO A0 BT 5 SCik B0 22, iR
AR E SRR, KREAHSS, FRA TR SCA A Bk A2, AT 4 B 22 A2
R 5O S OE S, TRE U IS .

F2EEMAASAT M (Philosophical Unreadability) RAE T8 & £ 5 AE 4
BEIF K AETE S (slippage of the signifying chain) , HASLFRHEFENLYE, M7 F
R AT NS AR XA T S R BB BT, AR E TP S 4
W, BN E SCARTE R TR TE IR AR T R ERCE SR, 51 SR ARG
FOANTTEEE, 7 R R R Sl 5. B AE RN T8 B8 (Generative
AD , AR DL E WS TE R A8 S 5 B O B AR / S BE AR, AT A5
& “HRENOIE” ARSI . Bhat, Al FTEBHIET EF S °, MW B
I RES I, DAREIEAR IR S A B2 ) HEE S A AT S

N T e Al LR HUBE R 2. B RS 5 A B R 5 ST B8 43 #r

1 2L Viktor Shlovsky, “Art as Technique,” Literary Theory: An Anthology, edited by Julie Rivkin
and Michael Ryan, Chichester: Wiley Blackwell, 2017, 8-14.

2 IR T SR IR A SO EAR R R R AL B S B SRS, LRI IARE
Z IR A € M, S I Isabelle Alfandary and Axel Nesme, eds., Modernism and Unreadability,
Montpellier: Presses universitaires de la Méditerranée, 2011.

3 £l Jeneen Naji, et al., “Literature and Culture,” New Approaches to Literature for Language Learning,
Cham: Palgrave Macmillan, 2019, 81-97.

4 %, Li Tang, “Signifying Chain, Split Subject & on Transcendental Truth: Similarities between the
Thoughts of Derrida & Lacan,” Comparative Literature: East & West 1 (2011): 153.

5 SYNERFTT R, JERE X RANE SR TE W AE (fine-tuning) , AR RS T K
BIE & B AL 2% A . 2 DL Eric Schwitzgebel, et al., “Creating a Large Language Model of a
Philosopher,” Mind & Language 2 (2024): 237-259.
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AEGIPE (Incohesion) o ' IXUEAHHREAITR, (HIBAAG 2 MR,

M T2 RE, AR E TS - ITIE R = E 2.
THRZ M (BEFe S HTRAE——XT R « WM (FrigES s )
MPEM (BRI ERT) o 2 REHERAMT SRR, SIUKEILS
LA R FE 2 EORORS 770 N LR RE 515 X 7 & Ik [R] a] Pad 42 i
EZARCR, JiE v AL 5] 5 5 AR 08 [h) 43— — B 7E 0 S 4 e DS BT Ji
J5, VA ALGZEEE A A SRS, S R

GRJE) JFRs4 4] “April is the cruellest month.” 2 5 J& P4 A v 152 4 ) i
B, “VWH” EAEGMERNGIAER 55 “FREE” W8 SR MM o 8
P, P E G R A TR A AT G . o, MR E LT B
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KB B BB, ALK B 5048 3% “April” 3 (40 lilacs, dead land,
dull roots, spring rain, Hyacinth) 5 “cruel” 37 (4 dead land, memory, desire,
pain) o X—dFEACENE T EEE KB AR R, @R “dead land” 5
TERL, N JE RSB e T 8 A 00 AT [B]20 5 R AR i A R 48 (an
XL R AT R 50, PR B AT M. EIEP B, AT FE 2K
A GE RS EMUHR TS, BERTT T SCRMNTIRCR N R Gk .

qkT, A i 65 B YE SR TR, @] AL s OB 8 N 4%,
T AR CHEIA, $54 AL VA OED S5 A8 in] L (1) 38 SCEH P2, 9 LAnT #i 4k

1 2 Steven Gould Axelrod, “Reading the Unreadable in Modern American Poetry,” 4 Companion
to American Poetry, edited by Mary Mcaleer Balkun, et al., Hoboken: Wiley & Sons, 2022, 184-198.
2 %}, Marghoob Ahmad, “Deconstructing Bond of Signifier & Signified: a Corpus-Based Study of

Variation in Meaning,” International Journal of Linguistics, Literature and Culture 4 (2020): 76-87.
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1 82 i Deepseek H#E Mermaid 3¢ 1 Hdx XA . 25 BB IR AT, LA 1
Iy RAEFE AR B .
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Ly, [FAMNESTE=AT4 (40 “The Burial of the Dead”) . L% JHE iR (4 “Madame
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B18): 19205 5%
MEEH: RERESRIHCT
REARERNEAE

“My nerves are bad

tonight..." 8 A FHETS ]
]
KEISRIRIE—ERIE
SVEER SRR S LR [ ezm: wmensmemg |
BfE): HE
(o)

B4 ALE:TAER AR B 2 20 AL S

X — i FEAM IR 22 A AR B 77, B8 B R AR SCEE Bl 1) AR LA, <38
X SR B S 3 M PP S WSO I 9 8 AR B T SO I AE T (G
BAI, “BIEFSXA” 49) . HALEMESE SEE A, REEeHIE
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1 2 Paul de Mann, Allegories of Reading: Figural Language in Rousseau, Nietzsche, Rilke, and

Proust, New Haven: Yale University Press, 1979; Blindness and Insight: Essays in the Rhetoric of Con-
temporary Criticism, Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1983.

2 2 Jeneen Naji, et al., “Literature and Culture,” New Approaches to Literature for Language Learn-
ing, Cham: Palgrave Macmillan, 2019, 81-97.
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WRERANIER, Al HERE XESWRE®AE. LG i)
g5 BB ) 315 B 5 “Datta. Dayadhvam. Damyata.” 4 J& 55, 2 4 o] ff B
Visuwords, WordNet Z5ialJH FE,  Ef& 51X =AMAAH G B, “45
T (giving) 7 “Z&iE (compassion) ” “Igifi] (control) ” %5, #—, A
WIE R SRR . TFEMEZu4 S, TERTME L EN . X—it
PR IERAE, UK TES. ZRE5RTEHRE. BEE XNER
H oA IR 7 3, TR UK A R X dh, MR R4 Gieli) B3
ATFF TN

Et—5, ALA DAL 01l 5t, @l A aPEIhas (B
HIA, S EOKED , 5 A RIS Y EE W O RTERE? 7R
P E R B R ? 7 I, AUKIR &8 RIS L A 22 Al B 4
A “BUAELRMEREXTES” , M2RE “BRTEIBEXL
BB MER 7 , KEIN K SR A RS B B S TR R — T . XM
B O, A AT M M G B0 A0 R mT B ) [ 132 SE B S an ik, AT
AMAEHE T HE AR B, B TR G S, WA S
G R AT S S AT, AR T & EEBENE X, 1M
RN T RE BT R . fEIXFEM AT, AR AR R Bk, #it
IR LAS TR 8 SO S0AS, IR SEIMSZ T B 0P S8 B

£ ATIRRE T, “AAAE BB E I, AT DARRE PT A0 A P 2 e o SAR T 3L
RN B, N SOARZ TSI m] DR Y SR B 58 A S HoR
FIEACEES, TGRSk, thn] DU Bl AT B2 bk S5 R0
BRSO R BT ESIERESR, AEE)= KA RT3
Pho XM EARIMR . NSEEREIB . AT B3 ) 2 BAME A 3
HEEG, BREEMR 7 AEMCAIVERDRE RS, M R ERR . A
TR BRI ANNSCGUR, HA OB T AR, RS AR R
R, WX GiR) FIREA U S AL E UER RS, BRAITAMUE RS
JLERE, EAESE ARG — R CORWEE” BB A
B SCE R RMERITN T o SRR, MEAFESOR B 5 A SORS AR B 2 (K AL
BN, NTRGETTRER MO SO SRVFIT LRI AE R, Has RAGHLIE
ki, RPN T H SUIE IR .
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