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FARIGEGEFERR ARSI RIER B i &, R FRiEIRaEE, FAREE
SRR NAER), AR SO 8 5 U 522 3 AR IO 5/ E A IR R L
BT ST . BAME1132R T RIE A SUERE, SO Bk P84 M AL ERHEE - 42
W RFIE R R S R AT AR 4R RS BRIV I AN - B it B SRE B 18T
WOLERE 7> T ELIRE T, A IR SE (] 23 B R SOMTB P B 2 A SR i AR
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A Comparative Study of the Features of Lexical Sophistication
in Academic English Writing by Chinese and American
Scholars: A Case Study of Computational Linguistics

XIE Yonghui, LIU Yang, YANG Erhong ®, YANG Liner
Beijing Language and Culture University
Beijing 100083, China

Abstract

Academic English writing plays an increasingly prominent role in international aca-
demic exchanges, and for non-native English speakers, academic English writing is
difficult. Therefore, here is a comparative study of lexical sophistication features in
academic English papers by Chinese and American scholars in the field of compu-
tational linguistics.A corpus of 1132 Chinese and American papers was constructed
and 484 lexical sophistication eigenvalues were counted. After feature selection and
factor analysis, five dimensions with better performance were obtained. Finally, we
calculated the dimensionality scores of the papers of Chinese and American scholars
to compare the differences, and found that compared with Chinese scholars, American
scholars’ papers have more common lexical units, more stable bigrams, more stable
trigrams, more complex function words, and more relevant parts of speech. The main
reason is that the external resource databases used for eigenvalue statistics is closer
to the papers of American scholars, and Chinese scholars do not fully grasp the habit
of academic writing in this field. Therefore, Chinese scholars can make full use of the
resource databases constructed by native English speakers to produce more authentic
and fluent academic English papers.
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1 5§

VE R 2 R W55 A0 BCSR AC T B E PRl A, 9938 IR AE B — PR E 22 09 2% AR BLRE (Hyland,
2009) - K& E PR ARSI ABANEIIRA, & RS EOR B BT 50 A G 72 B &2 AR RE
SAERETT o XTI, X T oRIBIERIEE R, KB EEE KAKFERMER, E2H0ANER
A BEM(Haixiao and Clifford, 2011), ZEE KM AREESESRES, ML F L THEH
fi7 (Uzuner, 2008; Flowerdew, 2009; Huang, 2010) -

HEZEE OGS, BRREIERRESENREERE, . SIEEE . ¥AREFR &
FHANR « R (Zhao, 2017), (HFEZEEZH LI E CHIFFIR SCHIE F [ R 50 1)
TE445 B 77 E EH TR ST (Yonggang, 2006) - X5 HFEIES - WWELTHFEERME, &7 4EA
TRER . WA, FAREIELICTIEEERZ P DO R, FANREIRIER IR, FEHEF—F
SRUVEBEEREIR, BINEIGES LIRS HENE . T VRFMNIFEZE R, B LB
BHEE 5EEHEE I ARTEE E1EPIIE S KB R 580 5T -

2 FRMR

EAREEEEHATIENSERARMEN —PEZSH L, HEHZ D/ FAR(Xy,
2015), BEHFESP (English for specific purposes) FIEAP (English for academic purposes)
PRI (Z L FEand #XFI, 2006) - FEZRPN R EERERERNBERSHREELEES), HES L
H2EARTIES BRI KIS RADBEIE S I . 22ARE SRR . RETHEREE
BT R o SR B2 AR SR M 5T, EEEEEATNA S . A0S B REH
RABFIBIEE -

BAME, RGUIEEME T Z KA LTI RARRAE « 228 FEAICURTIES
FHE - MESHERNZERMEINEER - AFEFOFEEE SEHEENRERE, BHEES
JEEHEE R TIEE, ANFETEIEN TR (Chen and Baker, 2010; £, 2020); &2 (8]
FINEECBRIFFTI S A ~ TR - NFIE S 2~ B2 R(RUREE, 2018; £J¥, 2019); W5 E
ERHB B EERZEAILI s BTRSW0RS, DUIRIH—ER Sy, HE . 515 - 4k
s, BETIBRRERE, DRMENR NEZE (L, 2018; Lu and Deng, 2019; 32,
2019) o XLEAFFTMAF A EX EAREEEIERYE THERS W, AR H 22 ARTE R ICHE
R T IERHE - SURSUIBAIA L SE RN -

i, ARIREGERE NS, CRSEONTTREES Y, REAFERRILL, NRS
DB s I A BZEBEXIAICHEE (Lexical sophistication) FIAHIFAFELE R 2ERIIEE
YRR B F B eI 50 o 1T ME 55 08 7 18 15 20R I A IR 9 7 Hi (Laufer and Nation, 1995),
HA R EIEBHEE AR RHE S 5 /E R W E 25200 F & (Bachman et al., 1996; Crossley and
McNamara, 2012), tHEFANF FE R O HOEHA 2R EE S ER— P EEFRETR - Guo et al
(2013) M FHEREH HET ARG MW R EE WML EEMEEEEE) TiriCEEAREE
FOBL, & ISR BGE B AN SEIRA AR 4% & B VE SRR E ZEIIFEFR, &1 BIA R 1 fl 4
1] EALR RN B VE SRR EZEFFESS - Crossley et al. (2019)#R5T T PU[ Rt 22 E SR T
BN HESR, KIMPEFYE TEZ AR S AEY R T TR E & E LR 21,
Tolk TR 2L B S TR A RS, 8 B 2 & W B ia fl 8
MU TAR T b B30 SOM HUB Bt = A2 L B8 SCSSRRSR A - TR A R 5 | AR TR
HEFE1ER -

TN B A AT RIE RS TN &, AR E L FEEE - WA - AR ESE SN
AR ERTEVRORINE, ABR ATRNCEE B3t TEMBEZ %, 0 Vocabulary profile(Yoon
et al., 2012),Text Inspector(Bax, 2012),CTAP(Chen and Meurers, 2016)fITAALES(Kyle et al.,
©2021 FEVTHEIETEAE
HRHE (Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License) ¥FA] AR

WHES: BEXREZTZ00RPERI2020 FEHES (BRIFHO) WH (ZDI135-131) |, EZKIEZRFEREMNIE
(ZDI1135-105) , A3 & REIE T BRE R R 0IHT 0T B (TYZ19005)
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2018)% « AEXCANNTH, LR HISLE 2, TRERGEENES, WARNTREES
AL SR SUAS BB AR IRFALE o A3 AN R B0 27 B Bl B TR HE 2R WO TR0 BE USRI ) 0 26, AT AL
F 8 P MO = P IR R SE PG HL AN SRS, Biber (1988) I A2 Yk A 2 X FERY
SIATREFHESE o 2RI Biebr M A B F 40 A2t 950 BB B 6 TRE S FHE AT <L I =0T
Rotr, AMHEERXMMERARINEE - BEESHEDITENT ZMA, R ERIIRRE
i, EFENNERIR - BESZRITMEAFEELRUIRSE - P, Kim et al.
(2018) 2 Crossley et al. (2019)i8 1 [+ 53 Hiksf A FERHERR L TR T 04, 300k T Mt &
7 B TR B RF AL AT R AE Y T AT 1, RIS 2 4E AT IR R N T A 32 22 ARIB ST
FEEBFS A o BARRIBT ST R -

1) FET A SEEEH RS 0080 OB R EE 75 000 A0 17 TR 52 155 1k R 4 A 7% 0 ) A A1E
&, BMAEEREGR S22 E e X T H?

2) FEYEJEAVRESE SO T RS2 i Eb e E R, BIRMEREWE, ftnhE
FH R EHERER?
3

S TAUN

AR RIS R AR -

1) MEFREEITTEIES 2O EAREE IR SOERE, 64 AR E 85498 T
ETAALESHERGERL 1B Z L -

2) FIBREEIESOMAERZERMEIIESRE; KIEERFNE SRR ZRREPLR M 7 2
ay, EEU KRR EEEHES P HER B E IE S L -

3) FEBEIE SR T8, Y R R R i 4 -

4) WWEWEIREG NS LGRS, WM LR, HIRIE T Z 5T 5SVM 5 K i
BRI TIGALE -

3.1 iERERME

ARSI BIRE T A3 (NLP) 50 R i 8 B A SOARSIS - BV B vl BN A TR
IR IR SOERL, (HEHEM2EARR OB E R ERRTE, NEATRE A 2510 30 it
TR AT EIE F 2 U8 0% HS20RC(Lo et al., 2019), ZIERNVE A A% 2 A0 116
VX KREENTHRIFEE, Bl EEWA - 8 ZRFD - RIFES, HLISONKE
PhE - (HS20RCHE B R EEMEE S TBIMEE, MFHEHITIHL - HidPythonZwtes,
AR TTER(E BRI B A 222 T+ — S AT EOE B AU IR L& SRR R

1) BE TCEURE A B H20104E 2820204, 18 3CRIFZE WACL Anthology®, TR NFF &
A HIICEURE - ACL Anthology & 1T B 1E S 24 UMEIFRZE, EaBEERMN GFEE
F%) Z4E (Computational Linguistics journal) AJWE 3, AN Z #H K & B2 /)3
it, WACL, EACL, NAACL, ANLP%:, #%E(ACL Anthology 18 SCAIVE it G 5 2= 4 1)
K-

2) MEF . ERRALSRILETEIE TSR L UEENYS, BT EFMIES
M&ly, REA—RRXHEMIEEMEAS AT EEEEZENSBAAN, FROZS
e B, FEEEABKRRE (NEF SFmE) FHE R0 MK, £
A TP LR AN, Al POEPHEZRNER & 2K, REZENENEBEEAODEE
JRI1990% ZE [E A 1 225038 7 55 % F 900 B & FF13000 ™ R4+ (403l E B A
M1 1188.59%F188.614%) , W RHH2010F £ E A O & E3E 7 5% 04999 M I (£ E
NEHI57.75%) o iX—0fFi% 7715 BIRRBEARIE VB BB TR, ERENE S EEE FEHE

Ju =
ﬁ/‘?‘\go

Yhttps://www.aclweb.org/anthology/

LIS FLu and Deng (2019)FTWood et al. (2001)% FEBEATEIEE MIOEIEARIEE X 53T -

https://www.namecensus.com/

3N T VAR R R R SCERE T FAERRIE, PRI IR A BEYLHEI00R R I HOER R . DISEE 2B
B, EioEEd MR REEERERELETR, MTRERRIEEEENEE, FHAANN(ACL Anthology
Network)(Radev et al., 2013) FHEAIEE RAEERAE, TIERALERENFEIZEEIEEERE FSEAR
SERE, B, FEd M RRE YL Bt MpEILe, SEAE =B B B X UL _E B B S E
B, A E B R E A ERSAARGIERE ), BMAERIEREEE . 5RLI, REXELRT, B2HE
WXHIEE AR REERE - WHREREEROAMENERETIE, sl & AT EERE 80%, BEH
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RS R EE 2 E R 5665, FESFEIL 23055, N T RIEEIRF P, &K
BB ESZE L 5665, EREIIE 1132588, FFEIVEEZE2010E520204FE, 1ERHEM,
AN 1T R -

=] RER B FEHEK
EEFEWCERE | 566 1929902  3409.7
HESFISSOERE | 566 1962351 3467.1

Bt 1132 3892253  3438.4

Table 1: &R} ZEHE

3.2 IESHFRE

TCME B B 5h 43 i T ETAALESE # ) 7Z N A T 5 {E 1E {4 (Bestgen, 2017)~ A A 3
P (Crossley et al., 2017)% 50, BEEIFFANERME . A30HH &R E R TAALES 2.2,
RS H 05713954848 F5: 1A (Word Frequency) -~ 1407 (Word Range) -~ ODFIES
M (Psycholinguistic Norms) ~ 215 /42 (Age of Acquisition/Exposure) ~ ARiE
F (Academic Language) -~ WEIREZFEME (Contextual Distinctiveness) -~ WA (Word
Recognition Norms) ~ 7 X M%% (Semantic Network) - Ngram#i% . Ngram434i « Ngram
BX3EE  (Ngram Association Strength) - WZKEEE (Word Neighbor Information) ~ “-RESH
% (Character Bigram Frequency) o X383 MEE FIRFIEt D8 IEBR 5 5 1E i & 55 32 EE 77
R o ASCR A RIL T IE11325 TR ATAALES T B, R BUS S| T 484 MV A BEAE FAFALE -

3.3 ESHERE

EWE T —H VPR IEZE, ©REMETEF 2050 H & 7% E(Egbert and
Staples, 2019), HIFESHHS ZE &M . EADHRLITONTIRIRSEM . A 0T4844
FEER 11325 ARG HI B B R B HIEAMS, EMIEESSAPISFIEENEERE, fHhEsa)
FRIE, T R430FAE - X EE ZEHREMWGERTRE, B eRiEESs, EHNERmGE
TRAEERZ T T IR E, BFEXETF oS 5 AR, SIS EEE R R
P o ARSGET R RECRIGIR A & 2 B2 EIL &M, BEM R RECH. 0007, (T2 B
i.900, KIEE A EZEKE T (VIF) |, JIBRAEZBKETFERIFHE, SHEBR280MFE, F
1501 -

FIEFEF TR EE X 9 R SCHNE S FEA TR F 8T, A ST FIRENL AR 56l
FI150 MR — B0k - BENLERME W A 7E BETEET B R EIVERE, 6
WAL ENT R E BN, R AR E AT LW RINREM T
& . F150 M IE B AR A FEVLFMGEIT ISR, BRI 306 4.789, 1EENAE150 1 FF1E
M R R A E E M HES S I AT A9 R E AT ISR, 15 EI4SIM 0 806 - HU AT
8 {50 P HE 2 B R A9 MFAE

3.4 HTFHT

ARILHTSPSS 238 X 49 E S FHE MR RIE R 708, LR = AR R HIFFIE R B R
A e B, TEREEREMA RN, KIEKMORMEEIE 25 %A BRI 5 BRI AR 58 0 17 I
& - KMOfE.817, RULXLA R Z A ARAHK AL, TR T ORISR, ERFRR
KEZEMpENT .05, RWEEFREMER, EWHRATOIRAGEEMM .

KHAEMD A TERRE T, mELR, BoEAEE TR ENESHA - ZZat
B5. 6~ THT A RFERRME TR, WEATRFFEBRBEOFILERT - L H 7L

P AEWROEE NEIEEHES, HEOEEHER ITHRERR998%; E¥EAE T EMERE, HhahEe
HEEAZE R EERE . AR EERE A EAETETIE, ERmERERRINNY, FaXE, A
HTERE T AR F AT -

TN RIS T RAEE AT TIRE, FREEYE S CEAEBESENTFZIL SRR, &%
SEE2AE IR E AR -
g;%ﬁﬁ%@%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ&ﬁﬁ%,%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁTFﬁ%ﬁﬁ,%uﬁﬁ~i$ﬁﬁi%éﬁ

AHE -

CIRANPRCRARIMETTHERIRAG 7, RN ARSME A IERB TN A L, 7T LU RSB AT TL fE

%:+E¢Eﬁ%ﬁ%#kﬁm1%,%%%&%m@i [H, 202148 H13HE15H.
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EMEETENA ST - SR FESFEREFELR, REEEHRNEEMHE T TR,
AIRF A9 MBE ZRHERI 0 A S EE - tR2FTR, SRAETF AR, HEBRVIRFHEEER
161.012% , UiBHIX 61K F Al R 2 ERiERHY61.012%7 -

107

5=

2

o TSNS = =)

T 7T T 17 7T T T T"7 T T T 1 I L
1T 3 5 7 9 11 131517 19 21 23 25 27 280 31 33 35 37 39 41 43 45 47 49

B

Figure 1: fA &

Wy | Bt TEasl TEFRV A
1 ]9.814  20.028 20.028
2 16908  14.098 34.126
3 15607  11.443 45.569
4 | 3.060 6.245 51.814
5 | 2725 5.561 57.376
6 | 1.782 3.636 61.012

Table 2: 57 Z MR FIWIIRFHIL(E

FKAPBUE SR ASEAT R 7 heks, LURILeEty, W TEER T, SNk 7 rfeeese
1o ARIEEROMERE, HEBRE 7 AR ENT 3582 & (FE, 2016) - A T RIEHE T
BRI, B MESHEHRESERBEREHAMENRE TH « LRI DESH
ik, 245 M ERHE S L -

4 UK

DA BT W7 iR T S DR mm R IR IE SRS BB R EEE R R A £
B, MATEBSRERESIZYEZ R RIERGR, Mzg RS EE . F R DI E —HE
e, Wl LG WAE BN IESE, S BN IERRAE A TR RAE A, ST 0 FF

TR (2010), RESE, BT UDBIERESRBETENETENEERE, LR IR
AP AN B INB A AT R, TR A U (R B DR R B R IR 22 R B BEABI60% L b, FORFERUR R E 1)
WEMAEE, MRFEREHIRZEK SR ZE% U LZFE, MERKFE LA LIEZ -

WA,

, FE, 20214E8 H13HZE15H.
HES¥ETIER

o JE P E RS T 2 KIS, SE454 - 554661
(c) 2021 R F(E B 2Lt
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I TER AR, = —HRAESR B SISO RS, 57— HAHE AR D AESOR R H B,
IR (HABet al., 2012) - SRT, IR E RN D ERRES R R AR XX 3 Iok, FHE T
PN RSOA A “HEE 3 SR AN DASAE , RIVERR— 452 AP TE A o7 (E 7 5 A RO AR B 5 2 R8I B T 7T
(EIESRAERIMED 2/, F BE— MHERMED B T AR AAHERERM, 4EZ 50
HISEITT4E RANEI 2B

2.000

1.481

1.500

1.000

0.500

0.000

-0.500
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-1.500 1316 s
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Figure 2: F1E2EFH IS

oo, ARIGEHTTES T SSVMRRIN DL B RFTRE . H THREZSHERNE
FNE, WEANYEE LR SURE 0 I ET BER R T E T, ARSOEFEWelch T 1055 HEE
5, P Welch T feH02 0 TR IS0, HHAESEMNARIREARETEM T EA—SHIEI
T FABIESEZ BNER, BRRNTTRE (Zimmerman, 2004) - 2 T 553E L ERF5ERT
RINEERANERTE, B SVM o RERITT B AN EE R A 2RI RAER R SFE . A
TR A E S FHEVRE R ZREIE R EIIZRAE RS VM 3K8s, FRF o3 e &8 AR e £
i, SOTHERRSFE, JIGREMMHERSTRIEFIN T & 3 .

®E | EESHPpE SVMHEREHE SVMHEFE
BEE .000 762 755

B gE .000 674 673
i .000 703 681
EIUYERE .000 676 .680
BHMEE .000 653 642
FNGE 011

Table 3: A4EE 7 ESITESVM A FLE R

FRIMIGIT AR FI R, B NHEE P R AZ 1SV 2 p(EN.011, KT.05, RUNZYEE
FRRANMER AR EEN, HMEEERNE BEMEER . NSVMER P RAEE,
TR 2 B T T R 2 22 AR SR 7 RIER AR (E I AT 42« EET W AOTIE AR EIER] TR
HAERAHEE > B SEME . B MERRAEZ T LIRRAE R, SBRERAE AR L5
BE®ME, WNEEMNRAICEGEREML - &S mIT 24, H 8D R n ai
%, DASUF BORERR 4 P BOSFAE -

4.1 BB, ACAMEEE
FARNFE NI EETNHEEEERENMEMNESELE, Y HRRAKITE . BRaFERE

%:Jrﬁﬂfﬂfr%:i%%‘(#)jtéwi% %\4542::’%466 1, DPAIEES, fiE, 202148 H13H#15H
c sk S¥T Al
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B EFE FRIERERE T T E
COCA news_Range_Log AW COC A& F1 18] 53 A AT £ .884
COCA _academic_Range_ AW COCA2EAR IR A .849
COCA _news_bi_prop_70k COCAFTIE F 70k A R A H —JTi B d7 b .849
COCA fiction_Frequency .CW COCA /N H SR A 5 752
COCA _academic_Frequency CW | COCA 2K HH SLiF 53 .745

COCA _academic_tri_prop_70k COCAZEARF 0k =AY = eI & L .745
COCA _magazine_tri_prop_10k COCAZE R T0kE M H = JCi & (7 1 738

Log_Freq_ HAL_CW HA L8 A SCml A5 %4 712
poly_verb WordNet 5117 % S 14 446

Table 4: 58 —4EEE AR & FFE M H M (E

TFCOCA (Corpus of Contemporary American English) SHTH - 22K < /NEAIZ4 &L F gk
FEGETT RIS 1R o A0 e B EL . =i el = eI A0 B, ZETHAL (Hyperspace Ana-
logue to Language) K% (Lund and Burgess, 1996)FJS5iRIRAMN £ . WA EAMAE, M
SEAEF B BRI 230 BAL (multiword units) AIHEAEMLE UCATRNC 8L (lexical units)
NATEE -~ Ab 38048 FH 2 18] B ALY 5 305 48 FH B 1R IR U7 ZUAE L (Hoey, 2005; Evert,
2008), AT RE A AR BB GERR A iEC AL o TR S B AT, B EBEEEH
PERVRRAE, WORE 55 — 4 BEREHE 9 imC B A7 P o o 58 2238 10 SUE R 4E T RO INAUAR: 43 43 3l
H-1.310~ 1.310 (p<.05) , HEFAERN.762, FEF.755, FBHHE2EE 10 0 A FRRE #AL
W, EE2EE WP IR BAEBE R AN

DREETHIRE SRR, CUERASRS - 2 e SO A A1 5 5O 3 B SO
15 LR IVESCIE M % (McNamara et al., 2015; Kyle et al., 2018), Wi~ | AP H B S
R 2 ESCEAM K (Crossley et al., 2012) « ARG REFAIE, m~ |50 B F1 2 6 B
M5 EEZEFERICEMR, R B DI 1E R 22 38 8107 35 5 H [ 38 1R SO A
F o

4.2 FHE. —JridBREME

S FE FRIE R AT {E
COCA news_bi_M 1> COCAME T ZICiA R HARE (MI%) 934
BNC_Spoken_bi_Normed_Freq_Log | BNCHiIEH —JTIA IR G£L .835
COCA _academic_bi_T COCA% AR ZItin S GRE (T) 832
COCA Magazine_bi_Frequency_Log | COCAZ4 & H — T ia] B S X EY 830
COCA _News_bi_Range_Log COCAFTE H ZIria] 5 3 Ak 4L .820
COCA _Academic_bi_Range_Log COCAZAR A Z I i B A AT £L .698
COCA _Magazine_bi_Frequency COCAZE R oI HRsiR .690
COCA _academic_tri_DP COCAZE AR =LA BHEEEE (DP) .364

Table 5: 58 _4ERE AR S H-E M H A fr (B

FONBANEE IR ER BENMENESIE, HNBIRARE . B8ETCOCAH
B« 22K 4B TFIEEEFIBNC(British National Corpus)!© 3 #4248 1 1) — T 17 &
PR PRXE S AN EAE G, HEmEE TR . EERF - Delta P %K
K& . ZJrid B ERMER G - om BEGREIR, YiAAZ4E R R H i B B9ER
W HCRE S8 4R RS O Zon i A RS B o A 324 IR SURE R 4R B I INANAS 2 3 ) -
1.481~ 1.481 (p<.05) , VEWAZRN.674, FEN.673, FHFE2EE W AP —Join B iRE
MRS, SEEYE RSO ZInin B B OIS E -

8https://www.english-corpora.org/coca,/

O BB FR SN > B A 22 1R BT
https: //www.english-corpora.org/bnc/

WA,

, FE, 20214E8 H13HZE15H.
HES¥ETIER

5 E A F AR W SCIE, SABATI- 554661
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MBS B R RS, Bl BT 50IT in A 2 1 AN TS A RIEEM - Lu
and Deng (2019)UEMA S TE-BF 15 A1 [ 27 5] 2 18 27 (00 SUIR B2 P AN R G5 A RN T Y17 ER A2 15
HEFERZENERIE, REFE (2019)UE AP SMDERARNE SR 2 A AR ZhREAN A R B A1F
BHEMERERE . AXWHRS U LM RS20, A& el {En Xt Bl s R

FHIWHIRE -
4.3 FEHEE. =oriAfiEEN

S FHIE FRIEfERE A far{E
COCA news_tri_2_MI COCAFEF = oA BAHERE (MI) 815
COCA _spoken_tri_2_MI COCAMIEFR=ZICiA BHARE (M) .807
COCA news_tri_2_MI? COCA¥TEH = rin BHATRE (M%)  .803
COCA _spoken_bi_ MI COCAHEF —IriA mA &58F (MI) 783
COCA _academic_bi_MI COCAZ AR A ZIiA mA A58EF (MI) 674
COCA _news_tri_2_DP COCAHEF =Jria BHARE (DP)  .641
COCA _academic_tri_2. DP | COCAZARAF=JriAl BHERE (DP) .640
COCA magazine bi DP | COCAZEF ZiCiA SH&438%E (DP) 495
COCA _academic_tri_ 2. AC | COCAZ2EARH =Tin BHA®E (AC) 483
COCA fiction_bi_DP COCA/NFR oA B HA58E (DP) 433
Freq_N_PH ELP H & i) A8 1] 7] 53 -.487

PR ANIE SR IL R TUAE

FKONFE=NHEETIEEEEZEAMEMNESFHE, Z2ATRARE . BFEETCOCA%
FEBES T =R GEE, BRETERFERE . BERFI - Delta P/%- ACH %L
(Approximate collexeme strength) SEJU&E o XLEAFAE B T = o1 B AIFRE M . e
WAL LE B IR 93 93 71 h-1.328 ~ 1.328 (p<.05) , MERAZEH.703, FEH7.681- FHH
E 2 F e =i R EE A R E A E R, 5 0BRSS R— - Kyle et al. (2018)1E
ARG [E] 1 58 ) Trigram 5 LIFIL2 A = A VESCIERE K, AR S R iZ 4510 31 38 22 R0 SO i Tl
Wk, BIASREEE R —Jein & 5 £ E S E e SRR K -

4.4 BUUYERE. BiFrE Rt

Table 6:

EEFHIE TR A
LD_Mean_RT _Zscore_ FW | ELP iAW A (25350 810
McD_CD_FW McDH R A TAE 2 779
Freq_ N_.OG_FW ELP A 1A £ & A5 iR 5 .730
McD_CD McDH S EER 574
Freq_.N_OG ELP A 28 A 17 1] AT 55 558
BNC_Written_Freq FW | BNCE/EFF Fid a4 -.584

Table 7: SEVU4ERE VR & - AE M H 7 fr (B

RINFEUNEEZTHMEREEEEMMENESHILE, ZHRNEARL. GFE
TELP (English Lexicon Project) (Balota et al., 2007)5t T it i 17 ] W Bsf (A1 250 30 ~ R &
AFiT 1 (Phonographic neighbors) 21RIHM ~ F 1] ) 38 & AP 1A RS £ o 3 & AP 1A 1y 17
KR —3K, HAR/NSFE SRS B T REREIRE AT - B ar 44 155 P B2 7 (Adelman
and Brown, 2007; Andrews, 1989). 17| WrsL4s 2 M &R A FHFHEMEEAEZ — -
VA T A W BF (R ARG, U b B AT R (R, S BRZR AR A A R R T o AR AEL R
TMcD (McDonald co-occurrence probability ) (McDonald and Shillcock, 2001)5% 11 ) i 1]

VLRI 2 538 AT — 4~ SR TR SR TIE P B S SR BT AR 3R RORSIA]
V2RI H B A — R — DS AANE, B0 “stone” il “stove” o

St E T E R F R UE, ;@4542::%4@@ » 20214F8 A 13HE15H .

; AR,
(c) 2021 HHE AL B R HIESS
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IR 5 FrA 1A () S EMER o 17 5 4t O SEEUE R a R E] AR TE IR O EE 5 5 (Kyle et al.,
2018) . £ b, AIESEIU4E MR N RIS 2, AR ME RS ERE

26 2R 0 U L A B I AAS 9 40 B R-1.077 - 1.077 (p<.05) , MEFZEN.676, FH
$9.680, FEHHEZEE WSO R HBCE REEE S 2, B 3L E 2 1 SO R R RO
BRI, EAFIEEER, ERFAHLHENEE -

4.5 BRYERE. WRREM

S FHE PR MR T {E
PLD_CW ELPHSAF RSB PR R Y 624
BNC_Written_Freq_FW Log | BNC [H & F i 17| TRl SIGT £4 .529
WN _Zscore_ CW ELP A SEid a4 I 1A (253450 516
eat_tokens_FW EATH 517 B AR A 7L 476
USF_AW USF A7 B B AR -.611
poly_adj WordNet F 217 45 SLI%K -.455

Table 8: 58 FLYEE HIE FHFE S H M7 (E

FINFENAYEE T e BE BE N EINESFE, SETRIEMERARE - TR E R
1B £ TELPEUE S 1T B9 SR & #1481 (Phonological neighbors) 3 FH4a5E R « 5L
I A Z 9350 - P25 g 4R R B (A% 1A 5 8 B O, SRERPEERSS, AN e
Z%(Andrews, 1989; Grainger, 1990), &G INSLim A fn 44 AT iE - FRAFHELAGQFEETBNCH
HEFHERHEST T R B IRTA AN £, ETEATIA# (Edinburgh Associative Thesaurus ) (Kiss
et al., 1973)50IT AR 1A B BHERARIA AU AFER - EATH ) B HEEIRTRSE € — > BiA TS 21
pRiF % E, BRI 2 U ARAEIA £ o RIS o E AR R B, R SR B R B
AIERARIR] « 27 b, FRARSFAEZE S Bt T SETa] AR 55 S0 BRI AP0 R 1) O 5 S R A2

TEIAFFEA B FEE T USFFRME  (University of South Florida norms) (Nelson et al., 2004)%¢
THEIRNE B AR AR, & T WordNetSuit HUTE 2818 -2 SUIi%Y - f2 2838 L0 22 v B H 45
BHRFEE, WS MR KREMERE, USFH A B HECARTRTE = 4 245 € SmpRIBoa I EE, 1
REERERMEROR - ik, THRFFIEZE R B FE R R Bk, U ER A -

H 3 2 10 SR A FE O I ALAS: 43 43 311 29-0.466 ~ 0.466 (p<.05) , WERAZ.653, F{E
7.642, FIAFEZEE RS ARR P IRERARE CBE R, JTLEEEA, EE2EENLHE
RERPETR, R IR BRI -

5 Wik

KRR LR, PEEEFENZRRITEICEE T EAEERE, ([BHFIE484 M FFERHT
BEOENERYRER, @ik, B4 E TR HEE A RURHE -

JR G F484A T FFIE . 2 FAWL (Academic Word List) FIAFL (Academic Formulas
List) EFI2EARIE S HFIE, 2 TTASA (Touchstone Applied Science Associates) & RhZE
FIMRCEUE % (Coltheart, 1981)5F5E BUR O TE T AL FHE, A EH0 I & R IR
HHIL, VAP ELERLEXIERFELNERANE .. B, 2REFSHIES SRR
PER R A EY), HEIE TIB S WARIN, 2AREICE B T 7R SR 5 R e 15 56 4 1) 1]
IC(Choo et al., 2017), BFZHRTEMRGEFEAICRAEZARGIEPREZENE, hZFRE AR
L (WIRAFRIAE) BHL(Durrant, 2016; Paribakht and Webb, 2016) » AR5 RTHF T
MREE 2 AT E A AR, -

AR LAYERES, i =AEE 5L EA MRS MER, R MR 5iRE
FRIARIDIRERES - FEYE R T EE SR T RE S, FTANIMERE R HET 51 -

MINERE R, %25 % FIRERNZN . TAALESTHIC M B FEAR ST £ 5T & Fohie
HRHEREIR ERE, FlaiECOCAERE « BNCIBRHE - ELPIA 8 . EATEUR E%, XL

BRI ] R — SN A EAE, Bl “geese” « “lease” fl “cease” «
YRR R a4 BT B HE 2 5 5 IR KOS B — > SR AT 2 RS 1] .
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BER 7 T BORIR T 2815 61F & W 5 H AR R B EHE R SR IL SIS 0 B0E - ik, 2E
W SRR & U THxX e B R B RME O . B ERE, EHREARIEE R
FIRESATRAE ST R SR . BTl X—RIAPEPERRLAEDHERTER, BERT
RARE I AERI ], W 2R EREAREEL WEREIRRTR, LUNGRE S KA HE
Mo BLAh, ASCEH B A E A T T AR BT o w0 = R AR A AL A
. MMEEIRER, TAALESTRA T COCAERE - BNCHERIE - SUBTLEXus7 BHE
HLZ (Brysbaert and New, 2009) ~ Thorndike-Lorgei #}Z (Thorndike and Lorge, 1944)%, {H
RABR X ERTERZEORIET COCAIERLZE, BNCIERERFRRMER, B DUXH 8k
FEFERNE S E5SB MR e HEEENE R RAAMIhEERS, HELPIRE . McDH:
IBERE « EATMUSFEUREZERIFHESI A S, BT LUX EEBRER AT I0 Lo ) MR -

52EAREE e TR RN EALAL A BT R IT BT SU AR, RGTTHRETE & A TS
AT HIFTFTE S TIEIR AR M SCOMEE RN ER R R, AR DU N IR b, Bl
E23E F 2R IE R R RORBONESS - PO MU AR, P EE N2 ARIGE R RS0
IR 2E, W EEERITRESTFOEAAREEGIER IR . NE— = =g,
HESEXN I AT BRI AL ANB T, SRR E . AR, IRy
Zorin B =TriA R VH A RE ST - B, AT A% >] COCAFIBNCIERHE N & 18R T 5 %
FREIES ~ A BRI 0 AL o X —ZE R B RIE— E A AR KA HIRI R T, R
R GIEATREME L Z LM R GBI EERTRER, M EERE L RE R
W, REEHETIEE, DS 2 RS AR o WSS VAN S T AE R R RA, 8 R 1A A S 3] A fif
HE., FEAENNAER . BEERABEFFERFATT S, X KRB SS S 18 { HAE
Afeinag . B, AT B S ELP A RIS EIAK . QBT IRHE A iR IR, ELP A 5 44 B Al 2
K ARIEIRE D RISETE, MeDH S BIREAR B m R A

6 ZH5iE

I ARSI, R TR DRI . B LR GEIR: 1) ETHREEITEIES ¥
U ) 2F AR TR SUTE RS RF A5 1 R BT TN M BEARFAE PR AE R S DR, HAp a4
HAOMRHERT R 22 E IR IR M E B2, 20 510s: WL RACH AYE . oo siaEtt . =
JoiA AR EINE - RIS AE - AR 2) BETE, REYE RSSO AR AL
BRI, RiAEAS R, SHAREIERSS (RNAERIAMER - o4, —ITiA
BN = JCTA B AR &~ oA HAE A RETI5R, R AT A (A1 S IR ARy B R i 1] A3
w L SKiA e AR BARLA D)« REYERZ o FEFERETTAALESSRHESMES%
5RELERNC R, N2 F E¥E 2 DOE U RRN, ARIGE R RS IRBO S -
Bt SEVTEES A A I BB AR & F 0 B R T H B O M E Rk, AT
W TT 2RI E T -

AR ZAAET: 1) 5 T RIE 5 22 222 B 2R SOE IR e SOERE, 7]
HENATIEILER, DUEXEAERUE SRR R, 2) B E SUS e ST T
T BAR ST RIRNC AR R BTST, 15 HAOZ5 e E B HE, BT MEBCR BIZ T - K
XHITRAET: 1) X BiberFIZHENHTIHT T RAENH, BRTHEELBEBAERNER; 2)
SRS BRI SR AL TR B A0 MR AR 3) T RIE S AU
TE 2 E 5 GIEEUN A 1 2R T1E B 1 FH AR SR -

FERRAIIFA, FAT R ERRIEEE S5 EHEE AR REGIET KA RIE S
i, MM AT REIEE - A BESRERTEMMRAARNIR . 2, FRAERE
MEEIUEMTEARRGEEFEF, WEELZAREEE S H E Oyl 5 A #) 22 R,
BYFERIHE XL S 4 3%, NIMA B TR @ EPREE S BERCR ST, RIETRES ¥%
BHITZEZN AR -
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