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Abstract: This paper explored syntactic complexity in EFL writing by students from junior high schools senior high
schools ordinary universities and key universities. The material of writing texts are from an English writing campaign
initiated by China Wordnet Company in 2018. The indices include mean length of clause( MLC) mean length of
sentence( MLS)  mean length of T-unit( MLT) the number of dependent clause per clause( DC/C) the number of
coordinate phrase per clause ( CP/C) and the number of complex nominals per clause( CN/C) . The result showed
that the mean value difference of all indices can significantly differentiate writing by students from junior high schools
and senior high schools the mean value difference of MLC CP/C CN/C can significantly differentiate writing by
students from senior high schools and ordinary universities the mean value difference of MLC DC/C CP/C CN/C
can significantly differentiate writing by students from senior high schools and key universities while the mean value
difference of DC/C can significantly differentiate writing by students from ordinary universities and key universities.
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