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Recurrent Verbs of Japanese Adult EFL Learners in
Narrative E-mails
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Yoshiyuki NOTOHARA

Abstract

This paper discusses two different quantitative studies and considers appropriate key words for
convergent data-driven learning (DDL). To begin, the first study describes the features of active
vocabulary produced by Japanese adult EFL learners (N=14) in an eight-week series of narrative
e-mail writing tasks. Results show that such writing tasks in a CALL room setting could not provide
the learners with good opportunities to enrich and enlarge their own vocabulary. Considering an
asynchronous computer-mediated communication environment, it also implies that, in e-mail
writing tasks, the learners could have very little enough time to monitor and paraphrase their own
expressions, as well as excessively repeat the same words and phrases. Through a corpus-based
cluster analysis, the second quantitative study elicits nine recurrent verbs (e.g. want, go, like, see,
think, thank, watch, know, love) and several recurrent clusters (e.g. want to, I went, go to, etc.) in
eight e-mail writing tasks. This study describes their features because their expressions should be
relatively stable in their dynamic interlanguage. These expressions could be appropriate key words
for a convergent DDL task. The last section interprets the recurrent verbs and clusters in terms of
Langacker’s (2000) dynamic usage-based model on interlanguage and discusses which verbs or
clusters are relatively stable in learners’ minds. Finally, it is implied that these verbs and clusters
could be learning-driven data for effective convergent DDL tasks in an e-mail writing class.

1. EU®IZ

EX = VOEEILLFE IR > TW5EYS, BNZHE A EMRL T [Z2E0E5 7210 08%E] 12
Mo st eind, $72, FEFIIFEZBLCEZ 24T EHEOER 280 E L Tw 5 E#RD
B A (E, 2001), 2 CTHELZSHAEBOBR L LTOHEWIIEO LD, Iy aA—F A%
FIH L 7-5E%48 (data-driven learning) (2 FEH L, OB LEAFEEZBEL T 5 (G,
2004 ; 2005) 0 FRICHBHI D2 > a =¥ AV EEATHGE, $3F—U— FZHAIEET 50
Wb, FDIOEREDEA = VLIZA S NAREL RO EANR, ZI0obF—T7— FiiE
E9 A8EY: (Granger, 2002, p.26; Seidlhofer, 2002, pp.213-234) 2127 EH L Tw5, Ferris &
Roberts (2001, p.177) 2#ZFI12§ 5 &, FERFEZEHFOMGF (BFOM G, O, FHOER)
WRIGEL R DR T VI NS, WERBEIZB2FEFEOHFEOMIIRN 2 MHERT L 2 &2 503
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DTN,

ARIFFEETIE, WEA =V ORELZHLIHARNLETLEFHE (K¥4E) OEA - VICHE NS 5K
FEROBMAERET L, QBE O E L) K LEDN L EERE (recurrent clusters) 3 D4
Wz d 528, BFHZEDEX —IVIZH S A E)E O 4 % Langacker (1987 ; 2000) D)
WHGEEEETVAORENrOERETHZ L, O3 HEHBET S,

2. AT BAAESZBSBEDEA —IVICER SN B3 RREEDIFH

2.1. AEEW

BHMDO A —NVHEL I 3T 2LT, ¥EBORKERVPEOBRERETLIONE, WK
(tokens), F&7: V) iE% (types), IEHALL 7257 0 FEIL#% (CTTR: corrected type-token ratios) 5,
SE¥EERE (MWL: mean word length) @ 4 D OB S S MW ICHE T A 2 L 2 HBE L7z,

2.2. AEBNE
AR IIE L, RUKF2EEDILT, SHEEORLL My 72 TEE 1 HOMEETHELZ L
DHRZZZZEETH > 726

2.3. AEHE

[y MERZBRET 28] oW TE, (BRICAVDO=2—-2 (T1), RBRICAD DR
(T2), BBRICAVDA=VIHY Y (T3), OIFED Py %5272, R, [ET74 %A
RAELBEMEEECEE] LT, N yoliEax B2EHE (T4), 20A by 7RV LADOHIEA
R (T5), BNy 7 —N—OBRRARAZREE (T6), @Y 77 v AanFx /7
JBAE (T7), 5V NofE @8 (T8), 5D Ny 72527, LRLOEX—Loi#
FEIIET, 900 0BED ) b, EEHHOTTHE, EX—VORBIREL 2 ¥ a— 5 O
AT o 724, WiEORI205 TIT ) B L BT 720 BETH - -RBA ) » L) MEFEE T
ENTHY, BIHELFYIA T4 22 aF ) —2METHZ L IFFS N, FREPICIE, B
A AT, BERITHE 1 RRET 2 CHRERIOFE L HHIAT> T b,

2.4, DRAE

ST & LT, (1)Word Smith Ver. 4.0%HWT, FEv 25 (T1~T8) 12, &FHEZD
WEEE, R DREH, B VEELE, FHEEEEHL, TNENO Ny 7 TEDOKREDF
Wl & R BT 5, QFFICT1 25T 8 £ TORIBED TR DORERY L FERT 5,
R4 LT A 1%, SPSS Ver 1602 L 7 — FY VREEIT )0 T2 DHK, Ry 7zu—=
DOAREXEZFHA L L HEILELZITV, SHEMOM O & ORI TR RFIMZEALA L S D D2 % iR
LTw<,

2.5. BR

WEER (tokens), 7 V) FEL (types), IEHMLL7-#74 0 EEILZE (CTTR), FHEE (MWL)
DAODFED b ¥y ZHIOFHEICET 5 SHEMOFERIEIELICFLEDONE, T2, FNE T T
TTCRLIZLDNH 1L THbH,
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BHAMDMUI TR 5720, T125T8 L TOXKMEDRRYINEALDEEIEZ 7)) — F
Y UBERE L TRETICHERE L 72 (R2E22M). 35612, EOXMTZORATR SN L DIz
BMLTERY 720 -=20AREXZHWTEELK LT o7, ZOMBRIEIICTEDLNL,

®1. bEY VRIEBEORRZBEOTIE L FERE (N=14)

T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 T6 T7 T8
Tokens
M 57.93 64.79 66.14 70.79 84.93 68.93 75.14 77.00
(SD) (25.56) (25.80) (37.34) (28.04) (39.34) (30.53) (45.94) (23.81)
Types
M 45.21 48.86 49.71 52.71 60.00 51.14 52.36 55.86
(SD) (16.17) (15.74) (19.98) (18.77) (21.57) (18.59) (20.00) (12.07)
CTTR
M 4.18 4.28 4.32 4.40 4.60 4.34 4.32 4.52
(SD) (0.69) (0.64) (0.66) (0.73) (0.62) (0.61) (0.55) (0.40)
MWL
M 4.03 4.00 4.07 4.01 4.07 3.96 3.79 3.78
(SD) (0.23) (0.34) (0.24) (0.25) (0.32) (0.25) (0.23) (0.26)
90
80 /A\ /-'4
0 L4
o /-/
50 /__A'./‘ . =—#=Tokens
——Types
10 ——CTTR
30 —=MWL
20
10
i - a - e - e
0 - - T T - r T
T1 Tz T3 T4 Ta T6 T7 T8
1. SRENDFEEDRREZEDIFRTIAZEL (N=14)
2. BEIERHD T — R  REDFER (N=14)
Indexes N 22 (7) p
Tokens 14 22.26* .002
Types 14 24.52* .001
CTTR 14 13.04 071
MWL 14 21.32% .003
p<.05*
3. SEEHOSELEROFER (N=14)
Indexes N T1-T2 T1-T3 T1-T4 T1-T5 T1-T6 T1-T7 T1-T8
b b b b b b b
Tokens 14 272 311 .028 .001* .140 .048 .022
Types 14 572 167 .039 .001* 116 .064 .016
CTTR 14 .683 .331 .087 .023 .300 379 .060
MWL 14 706 625 754 727 310 .005* .019

p<.006*
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2.6. &=

M1%2R2E, FHRERIISHMICDOZ > THLPICHMA TWDE Z LD RER IR (2 (7,
N=14) =22.26, p=.002) . 5#HAH TEIMI TV L MEADS L TIND A5, ZOHDMEIZZFDOREIH
RSN TWLEWI ERG, Ny 7 ORErl—RNICE Ao EZ N5,

EHORL D FEROBRIIONTD, FREFZDV LT OVL A LHHOERZMZ 5 X )23k
STETWS (y2(7, N=14)=2452, p=.001), 72721, EBILL/FEHELR VR EZMHIETH L 8
HHTIEEALEIDB RN o/l s, EERMICIIERBNPEP IR o7 IZF 2BV (42
(7, N=14) =13.04, p=.071)s 72, FHFEELHLZRY, HYOMRE (T7) TRRMEWGEE S
BRONDLH (42 (7, N=14) =21.32, p=.003, T1-T 7, p=.005), ZHIZDWVTdH FE v 7 DFEEHNR
SN LRI NEZES 9,

HEDOIFEREEP S, EX—VRETLIZFRBOFLEFEI T EMIZH S LEL T,
LA L&A S, AHHA»S ZOMAIZERLHCRONL SO0, HEEZ L THEEDRTERPZ
OEHIZSIEEWZ TRV EDPH SN E oz, SHIIABREHZICEHRELTWDLEN) LD,
PR DO SFEHE ) LR SERIER DD R DN T WD LIRS 2 HHRUEA D, FEFIIHEE
I L R ORI % 2T BEROMREEfE 5720, Ao TV THHWENR TV R WL BVl L7z
DT HEEDPBONTVAEEZONDL, ZORICHLTRERL SR EBRILEL RS,

ZITREITI, 20X FBEORIEROLRNIFMEZE T 2, FFIC by 7 0REE LK
BT —fBii & 2 el & LZRERICESREHTHI L T4, £LT, ZORBIRNEFE
BRICEPN/-RERHZ ML CHRIL, EHNZEPICT AR RET HHEOXF—T7— N2 Z0H
oM T AL RR AL,

3. AE N SEHBFEE ZhERiD & L EREOSH

3.1. AEER
8ODA— Vi E I3 LT, FHRAVEA - VT LME) Bhal & 2 oHE 2 L& Lz TH#
DR LEDNLEERE] ICED L) ZREPH L0 2k 5 2 L 2HNET 2,

3.2. AEHE

HhE (2004) 12HEVy, 14ZOFEEDPER L7: SHEORL 5 A — VAENI20 X — V% [4fko
T7AN] ELT1IOo0Da—R2IcE Dz, KIZ, A7 74 V%2 T E0ETET, [FEENO
T AN] 4FEEE [Ny 207 7 4)Vv] SO AE22EHED 7 7 A V27 /ER L, 7
=82k L7, ZLTC, [&KD7 7 4)V] %Scott (2004) O — KV A MEREEFH L, HEHE
H#1) A PEER L2 ETEORD L —KEIF O A E B2 S5 L Tvo 72, il S s EE o
ERRTICRY) AR ONL EFRENDL s, [FHENOT7ANV] & [MEY Z2HOT 74
V] O2FEO 7 7 ANVEFAL, ZOHEBEFHOFHIKRORY 2 ML L7, TR, k%
COFEBENED Ny 7 THHER L T e—fkEIFA DA% HHE L Two /s,

3.3. £fFRER
3.3.1. SEHEFHEDEBE

GHEORER, TR LI-FEHEORTEL (tokens) 1£7,9667%, F7 V k% (types) 1£1,526fECH
2720 TR DEENE (TTR: type-token ratio) 1319.16T# - 72, Scott (2004) =FJH L TV —
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FYRAMEER L, BMBBAEORWIED S FA2058 (£4600.10% L 2 5 2 8EOE) it L
TAERIIRADBEY TH S, FEFL, lemmallB 2T WA LT 525, HEOmAT > Twb
WEeMED D BFEOHE (e.g. do, go, get, have, like) (&, T I—F VA5 4 ¥ Z R L 2255 —
feBhEl & LCRIH SN TV BIGE ORI 2518 L7,

ING205E,D, EOME Y 7 THHBRIRD & {flibh T (8HEHD Py 7 THE 071
ETH & o 75EIEBR ), BN  OFEFHEITHH STz CEEO 720 RICRE) BhF %%
T L7245, (1) want, (2) go, (3) like, (4) see, (5) think, (6) thank, (11) watch, (12) know, (13) love, ® 9 FEIZH 5
Nz, 2o 0&EE] L4 T, Leech, Rayson, & Wilson (2001, pp.126-143) ®British National Corpus
(LLFBNC) o7 — 4 A& L7-5E% ) A P TIE, FESHELY OMHMICELSETHFH ST
L2 ENHER SNz, AE D (2004) L FEBRICEA—=VDONA T v KR L T A Y —OHlfH
i (.

4. SEHBEROHISEE S FERAAE(N=14)

il HIE (%) N (%) B HIE (%) N (%)
O (1) want (Lo1%) (100%) © W) watch (030%) (64200
02 go (098%) (100%) D aow (025%) (64.29%
O (3) like 000%) (857%) O love (023%) (50.0%)
O (4] see (055%) (7857% et 023 (64200
O(5) think (053%) (100%) ) do 015%) (42560
© (6) thank 059%) (57.00%) it 0.18%) 4256%)

(7) have (0.2151% ) (71'14%%) ) find (O.%g%) (42-36%)

(8) eat (0.35%) 7857% ) buy (0.15% 711%)

(9) look (O.gg% ) (85.1721%) 19) drive (O.g%) (57-§4%)

(0) take (00%) TL5%) 2 visit 014%) G5
Ot i

3.3.2. sEHEFREPLE LAEHOBE

Scott (2004) @ [FE®E (cluster) #Hri%aE] 2 FH LT, ik SNz 9FEOBF % F.l & L7275
HOME AR L7z, TOMBIEIERS LT LEOONL, BNORTIIEECHEHEOMBE LR LD
DTH5b,

£5DHRD S, (a) see, thank &\ o 2B F I E WEI S TRERHFRITERWICAA S L TW
% Z &, (b) want, like, love & W o 72E)EIE, 1 2 FFEICE 5D, to NEm Mt HAVEE= & AT CTH
WHENTWLNRY UL LA LN, FEHON) -2 3 VO RBNEE THH L, (¢) go 13, Al
to NEFM AR Z A, BICHIER to ¥R Z A TN (b s Z L, (d)thinkiZFFET &3k
Wb TWa 00, WENEHESEVEFIOENIIFEFICN) - a ydaEh Ashzans
&, (e) knowD AL, BERIE, BERHFER, Lo THEDNIGENLLERONE 2 L,
(f) B #F Owatchid, SVOOTETHH ENTWAE Z EDEL L, B, BERETHHERTWS Z &,
RENPEITEND,
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EX — )VEBHEX, JEFBIAY 7 (asynchronous) BREETH B Z &0 5, FHEN
ACEEETIENHFIND, 20720
EEEASNTEZET I EDIREL 42 b, A ML S I E)
DOFCTE=Y — LW OME L8000 Th 2 LMNT 208N D 5,

HOTRALLZLD%
, S LE ORI Z (synchronous) B & 13&E W, KR
R AR, FEEN D DL
ZLT, FEHAOPH

SHEOPTHHBWEE L THEHLRTWAEEEH L E R 5, RETTIE, TOEA— LTI g
BB R UOER LS BEEOTHSHELOBRER IR CT— VORI LDLT L LT 5,
5. SEHBEAE L& L /ZEERF (N=14)
B s & L7-RERE L 2 o B
KBOWH : - : =
bigram trigram ‘ 4-gram
A, [HBEERxREFRL
44 (4) see 20 see you 8  youcan see
9 cansee
42 (6) thank 42 thank you
B. [EERlf Az F4E£H
96 (1) want 94  want to 81 Iwantto 24 T want to go
81 Iwant 26 want to go 8 I want toeat
5 really want 6 solwant 6 solwantto
5  want to introduce 5 Iwant to introduce
5  want to visit 5 Ireally want to
5 really want to
5 Ireally want
55 (3) like 28 1like 7  doyou like
15 you like
9 liketo
8 likeit
18 (13) love 11 Tlove
7 loveto
C. [MERSEE % £ T £H
78 (2) go 36 togo 26 want to go 24 T want to go to
26 T went 24 to go there 12 want to go there
25 goto 9 togoto 7  want to go to
21 go there 6  gotoKorea
9 wentto
5 it going
D. [[8% - RBak% #9£H]
42 (5) think 34 Tthink
21 (12) know 9  you know 5  do you know
5  know that
E. [HHEE#&TEKB
24 (1) watch 9 Iwatched 5 Iwatcheda
5 watched a
. SEHERR ARV IR L{ED N B ERFDORER
jﬁéﬂj‘“@%‘?ﬁ%ﬂ LA o TEBHMBEIGRCH Y K LEDN LRI, BALGHERETS [E]@i‘?‘é% %

WL CHIMICERR I N2 D THE2ONSLWVALERDIHIKA TS, T2, H

jsz;_jj 78
S

i 7E
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FEEANTWAHESEDT LM (interlanguage valiability) ORIEOAR S L BEESRL I &
Mo, M ENEFE ZRERLE LZEHOMEARRICERES L TRASE OGNS, EESN
bo 72121, ZLOENDH-TH, 800 A —VikHA il L CREMICHESEW L DX, FEHE
DEFFEEOTTORKNWLE L THHTE TV LERLEEINDL, 2T, AHTHE, LY RY
— ORI ER T 272 LT, BRAERBEE T VIS SEEABORE» S FEBEONHSEO
BEZOMMeAhbl LT 5,

4.1. LY ZZ2—D#HK

RFAEFERIE, 72 520N THRICES L W) EREOHMISMZ T, &512, EX—
WEWHI LI AT —DFHIPER L TWAE EEZONDL, EX— VL, @FLEELHBEISEONT
oy FRTERTH A EEDNT WD, BREDVS, EXA-LVE2E(HTLOBERLECHWNICE -
T, ZOXREBERETLEEZLRELEL ), KREDYE, CVRANGE A -V EILEN, &
LB ELER L TEL AN THo722 820, FHLSENLERNSE M SN A EMIC
HolzbE A5, Davis & Brewer (1997, p.37) & CMCERESICR SN2 FBEOEISEOHH % L
TOLHIICKBL, FHLEENEEVHANRL TV IR TH L LIEHL T2,

Students writing in our on-line mainframe conferences most often composed at the keyboard. At
first glance, their writing, like many first drafts, might seem repetitive, recursive, discursive, even
rambling, plagued by typographical errors and grammatical glitches. It was all of these, and it
was more, we think. It was, like conversation, purposeful in what seemed to be acts of chaos,
fractalized in this new medium, which promoted and preserved conversation like features for
written text. (p.37)

F 2T, WEENEFEE O L SHEOBM RS 5 729, Biber, Conrad, Leech (2002, p.114) %%
L7z, #51%, BNCOT— % A4 Lok R 7 HEOBF 2 XA L, 2, XEETIE, BifEd)
& (e.g. get, go, make, come, take, give), -LEEEHFE] (e.g. know, think, see, want, mean), friEEjG
(e.g. say) DI2FEENIEFICICRONBE LTS, ZOMETRZZSA, SO S h-8Eo
fE]a S FEFERFERE B O L R TV B 2 Ehs, FHBEOH LSEDIIKINLE L 72 Mi#s 8 o
DOFFECTHHB SN MR TE B, 727201, BED%#EM (Biber, Conrad, Leech, 1999, p.361) %715
AR D PFERFER B ORENIZ OV TR FIZIZR S Tue v,

$7, ERCHFEELTASL L, FREIEMNEBICOVWTIIHZTWE0D, HEERNEFEFZ DY
&, WD BOHEARGE E L CTHERS 26mI12dH 2 (ibid, 1999, p. 371) o ZHIIA L, HAAGE
HBEBEHEOLA, FOEREISFEREREEL L ORRLTBH T, BIEICEHZ T WIRILATEE AL
N5, HETHICE, FLEEMLXREZENL THE->TWBE I &5, SV, SVO, to REHAZHED
SVO % M3 2@ H 5 (HliFs, 2004 ; 2005), 72720, FIHLCWAEEIL, 49 Lb, Kl
BIFAEARFETII L L, EREOHNICEE Y 85 2 FAEMHH L T 205 2252 5,

— KT, EA— V@AY - F2EMTAII 27— a VBRETHALZ LD, MEMEIERS
N, BEFENZERLD D IFECHRBICEBIREEOEZ T TERHAZMEHINE LI EZTD
503 (Angell & Heslop, 1994) . S OMEICT DL, EX—LE W) LI A Y —CTIIARELSLH
T5E0H 1ETHRBICEB T 5283 (single-word lexical verbs) % @M @EATICEHTE 5 2 &8
BREEZOND, 72721, BEDVFEOKENS, RAXOFERICHL, 20L) 2EHFAICLS
FHIIZOVTHHEL TV EWVEFR b,
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E (2004) DI1200ANDHARANEFEFBHEOF LSHEE 1 ¥ € a— N TIE LRAESRoTh
12, HRNEEFBE L, TSP LNV T, (VERBFIC X 2 ECORFFPEL RO S 2 L,
C)EFESICHE L CRERMERAIRONL L, LWIMEDNDH L, SHOREIL, EX—LVORA
THolzh, EX—% [EDpNxTEEF (written dialogue) ] L2 UL, Z OIS FICIEE 1TH
L7 E RS TWEDON ) DT 5H, 72, &% (ibid, pp.110-112) DHFED L NV n-gram4y
M)A NESIETLENTH, AlE](%?b‘U‘J:#o“C SRR L & <1ll7"j£ﬁ$7b"*kﬁ?§ﬂ%>o ZnZk
Mo, EX=VEWV) LY AY —EFEBOF L EEIIBIT 2 HFEROBAEPRLINLTWE
PR L EZ DN D,

4.2. FBEEOHESENIKR

Langacker (1987, pp.381-382; 2000, pp.1-63) DM 2 &1 H L& € 7L 0 FiEE 581
(Taylor, 2002 ; KJE 2002 ; JEE - %, 2009 ; F-¥ 2002 ; ﬂ?é# 2003 ; 113 2000, 2009) 127¢
Dk, N, SEHEHOERICHNL Z L TEENZEE Y —r () ¢RML, 2omhr o
%E@&%ﬁﬂﬂlﬁ%%tﬂ?‘k?éi%%téo

Ellis (2002 : 144) &, ZOVHIZT > THE2 SHEGRORREZLTO L) IZHIT 27,

In these usage-based perspectives, the acquisition of grammar is the piecemeal learning of many
thousands of constructions and the frequency-based abstraction of regularities within them.
Language learning is the associative learning of representations that reflect the probabilities of
occurrence of form-function mappings. Frequency is thus a key determinant of acquisition
because “rules” of language, at all levels of analysis (from phonology, through syntax, to
discourse), are structural regularities that emerge from learner’s lifetime analysis of the
distributional characteristics of the language input. Learners have to figure language out.
(p.144)

FRE, FEPICHHESEHEL, AT 7T a ) —oFREE MV, RmEl 22
Bo LDLGDS, HLCEHEEN 2SI LAmERE L THRRMET 2 0085% 17 1E, ROSHHEHO
i3} fﬁx_&w [JJ]_J (2001, p.297) i3, i;ﬁ@ﬂiﬁﬁﬁ (performance) L SFERETS) (competence) P
E2EREFICBITLMHAEMHICELTUTO L) IZhX, SHEEHBE N 2EHN LR TEERN
B HEREL quxéo

FEEEEOERRE LT, SEREITHEIZOE, %@ﬁ‘*%‘&kbfméu@ﬂ%ﬁTb *ét%i
WHETHAHY, THIHE-> TWb, SiEERBINPFICOE, I EET A LI
STYATLEEN, SRERRNDPERSINLDTH S, (p.297)

HHU

H[H

7272, BELVIHIRLNZHBORT, BRI LZTSHEAZFEHTLIHHLERLTICORETD 5,
T2, LX) BERERLEN DS L, HIITHEI A Ty P RFEEONTERFH 2 MR
b3 288 ¢ B ICAT DR T WEEBN P EN B R 5w, [0 6EHC] LW I)ENRT T

AT, WESNBCERIRL, FRMCHO 2 MRS 2538 HE 2L L T LD
HBHIZHH,

AR OFATHM SN DR LEDNLFERIE, FBEOTHSHEOREZEHZEX Lz 0L

R 5 DIZEERTH Y, VAW Rl (E%%'E- I//7\57~7:c<‘:) N ARGV Ry o i AT
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B be LLuAs, MEMNICHESEH VDL DIL, FEEOREEKFEEOHTH BN ZEL T
AHESC (construction) HIERASEL L LS5 b D EMEEINL, SROFHEEDOEA —IVIZA OGN
ToRERELE, Mo 3 — NATH S 2L 5 TV B EFERFERT S O AR ANIGEFZE & O RFE R ORI Ik
FICEAMAERAFRLONDE Z 2D, FEREO LSEICBIT 2 REEROMEHIRR LS H OE X
— VIR TWwE EEZ bND, HTH,SV,SV0,SVO (to NEdl 1) OMESCHR A% E L T\
bo TNH DML ED X HRESCHRERRL FH O M IR L TWIHEEX —VILORBIIIINY
L= arPEINIOPEEZTLENDH S,

£
=]

5. #&

EFLBSR CIIEBNMN D ERI DD 720, AREI TR SN2 FFHEMAERZH, FEHEBEO
AR R A CEEN ZZICE LT DRV, HENTOENZT 70— F |2 X BHELHENIC L 2
BRI OFEEIZIIWA YD 5, ZOWRFA LML 2720, BEZHIMEIC L-FICHE & € ORE
CESITMRBULEDRH LS ZOEE, WAHWALIRD L EFZIEL—E2/ER L, BED
EHN I TEETCELNEN Ty a—F A2 FIH L-BFFEPEAERTH L EEZ DN,
RO FIEMEH D720 12 FEH B OMSARRRL FOI O AR 2 L LIRS T ETRZ2EEZ bR
bo TOB, MEF—T7— N2, EOL) REFNMNSE, DX BARE EO XD BARAN L
PIRSETVLAREDP L V) FEBRRORENEL L 2L, FHEDOSHEMEAIRNEH E 2 245,
FOFERZTE I To TV ZENFKRYTHA I,

ann

6. SHORE

RRAEZT—MEFICELEZ D TTRELTWL I 05, FREOHFASEOFRIRN O &HE %
MR L 722 L1l o T e\, REBRIIC S 3 3 beBhii 2 Huls & L72SVCORL 2 S T 5 A5
bNLIcw, ZOL) X E GO THEREOIINZ AHWIHLEL, BENEDP L T LLEDR
»Hho

*  ARWFZEIE, 20054F 6 H25H (H) (2, HAFEEFRBYS (BIIKRY) TRELZOOL, KiE
DHELXTHOMIERE LT A, EEPNE - BELZODTHL, T72, RHEMEBREEE
FFZE®) [EHEBFH O EROTTHE LR TINEI T > 3 — 5 v ZEOHEIIRNF I 50758 ]
GREFR 21720214) O—ETH b,

1. a=NAF—=3 2S00 E#WIZFE T 5DDLICIZ VA WA RELRH 505, HTH,
@ (convergent) &, ZAFATHANICE D L) R SFEHEH 2 FHE IR SE L&D EHD
T, ¥AEETITHIDDLOZ & %59 (Leech, 1997 ; #%¥F, 2003),

2. FEHEVPEL LSHEEEEROFEHICEDT T4 (learning-driven data) & L THIH L T
W IRE T, Seidlhofer (2002) 25 EARDOFEHZ THAA TV LH00DH 5,

3. Schmidt, Grandage, & Adolphs (2004, p.128) 2 & % &, recurrent clusters & formulaic
sequences & ZHAREICKBI LTV b, BiElE, I—SADHALHEL R EN-TL 2ERE L,
BHEIL, BALE LTLOPICERESNTWARERE LTV,
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4 . Our characterization of schematic networks has emphasized their “static” properties, but it is
important to regard them as dynamic, continually evolving structures. A schematic network is
shaped, maintained, and modified by the pressures of language use. The locus of these pressures
is coding, i.e. the interactive relationship—in the form of categorizing —between established
conventional units and the specific usage events they are involved to sanction. In the final
analysis, a schematic network is a set of cognitive routines, entrenched to varying degrees. despite
our inevitable reifications, it is not something a speaker has, but rather than what he does.
(Langacker, 1987, pp.381-382).

5. CTTR& 1, R4 )FEIELREROEELZ T v & ) ICIEBIL L7258 (Types // (2 X
Tokens)) M Z &,

6. Ellis (1982, 1985, 1994, 1999), Larsen-Freeman & Long (1991), Long (2003), Il (1997)
R 72,

7. 205518, HEFEEHLEL TOAR, FEEALBERLZLGHANICAEMNTONL DI L T,
WEk BEidR 5N % (e.g. Harrignton & Dennis, 2002)
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