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Abstract

Based on the Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA), this paper makes a quantitative
and contrastive analysis of the collocational behavior and semantic prosodies of English synonyms
“assessment” and “evaluation”, attempting to find the similarities and differences. The study
shows that there is a broader range and more categories of the collocation of “assessment”, and
negative semantic prosodies can be clearly seen for “evaluation”. Moreover, we suggest that Eng-
lish teachers should apply corpus into vocabulary teaching and help students get this new tool,
further improving the quality of teaching.
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1. 518

HH ] B 1 2 o) 0 B[R SO PR 27 o 3 B AN T4 DS 2 3 306 008 2 & F 02 S g, Bt
VB[R] SCHEIPT U — B DR 2 18 5 BOERT TG AR . DB 2 ) 38 T 1R SR 1A% B8 7 vl 2 15 B
W, S HTRE ORI ), X B AN R IR B TR RS S A RN KR, T IR 1] 1
FEBCHE 7N R SCRIFETRAE T SN E W AU 7. TEREREE R, AR T R 5
BeAT N, R SORWABIAS, AT — B e & = S EAH R s B, (BTE R LA £ P EARE b g 4.
I, AR TE 5 S8 SGRIRIRE PRt 7B S O 78 0 — AN el A AL AR, el 7R iE 4G kAl
JE BN LR RO SO BRI O &R, B2 [F) SO AR TS SOHIE LA EAR R ZE R . Ik, (EBhiE
B, 4 [F) SR A VE FA B AIE SCRIAFAE 23 A BEA T LURFF 9T, BT R) SRl 45 RS A B /). AR
FEF 55 [H 24 4CJLEE B} (Corpus of Contemporary American English, COCA), M i1 15 Bo F1iE SCHIPAN L
1, BRITPA “IR-A5” B 417 “assessment” Al “evaluation” 7E1E AAECANE L) LR A, B
N [ SCRFEHT R A S R R AR R

2. XakzFidk
2.1 BRENENX

L0 1 [ MIF 7T 2 8 AR A H AR S AR 52 o Sinclair B ERHZE B8 UGN “ R T FIEIE S 1)
FEAS, S — 5 FRR RN BIE . 2325, HEF I0IE 5 =M IS [1]. 1 e iR E 1 e SURIXFEN;
LR DUHR A HTE 5 AR 5 10, I SO SUE B S AR — MERLE” [2].

] Py St AR R PRV BIE AT S0 AR M o W SR s R KB R P SRR “AAE T R K EIE S M
BEAE MRS R EIRAF G (3] MEPBIRGIE L, B “ERH R AR 3 5 R, R
FHBEALAARE 7720, VAR H A3 v IR 4118 5 0 SO S 0 BRI A i) B — 8 R I L3
B [4].
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2.2. 5B

T HERC 2 AR ] SR S X AE SR . SEEE F K Firth 50K “collocation” fEA—ME
ARG EXGR R IFHAT TR . TG U7 R, IR IR R ER IS, T2 R ) — L]
FAT R =) A5 I R TR M PR 8 P06 R — AR [5] 0 IX — B W 3 T R (B A EO i FU PR At 1 IR S #E G
B PIyMdgl, BEERRERSE R RIAE . HTIE SRR EEFR, B4R 0 R RES
BB ) FHAE S ) SRR M E BTS2 —[6]. TEWTFE 77 L, Jones 1 Sinclair 785 18k (1) 1H 5 5 1L
WAL T — RAFEAT 5, Hh G IR e . $E G A5 SRR (17 A1) 2 [ FE BC 77 el o DA Je W 2%
PEFAIC G055, JFIESEIL T RS A I S Al PRSI . UL I8 1A TE I FA AT N [ 7] BB R ARAE R
B SR, EREIEE R, MRS AR R AT N [8]. R SCEB AN AL, e AT R AR
MRS = S PRI BT, (AR RSB IRDE B E A Re bl = B 4 [9]

2.3. IBYE

VB SRR SRS S BT A B R R — . Louw $8HY, B SR E SCRRAE A 44 B0 3] 5715 53]
Z VA BT AHELBRE, S AA M R AT N B ARk S s e S 5]
25 B A AR TR B AL SCRY A5 B S T AR] 3 S8R i 5 M 574 fORIAE SCA SR B, AR B g AR e
VB SR AT, (AN S P P TR IE A — PR IR 103 SUR B D TE G101, 18 SCH)R TR 5 e S R E
EEF IBIENLH 2 —, EAMUERE TGS AT A IS SRFE, T B3R AT R ARIE S P
W FHAEEE H DhRERFAE . Stubs BFiE 14 N =28 BIMAE S (positive prosody). H i iE X (neutral
prosody) FIiH 121 X #I(negative prosody). HHr, s S IYEE ZR1E L (mixed prosody) [11].

3. WA
3.1 WrsRiElE

AT FCAR B RIS IR DL A 1] AL
1) [A) A4 assessment A1 evaluation 7E 35 BC AT A1 SCHIRFAE 75 THI A4 {7 5 [7) 2
2) BEARTURT LUK [ SCIAl e 0ty R MR e 35 B Al 7 ?

32. fAIRIR

e, EHEFERHMEY A 8RS 5w 6 1) 36 1 2445815 75 K} E (Corpus of Contemporary
American English, COCA). &4, HIEEESrO& MEEECy 2T, HAP BRI, B 558 & K0 ik
I N Z, RAEAREEA HE SR AL T BONE S B AT P ARG Z 1R . FLIR, 1Rl PR TR T LA
Sy, BEAR BRI AT — R, (TR AR R AR, S R AR B AR AR R A . FR
ZAERHE AT LA R A, XA 1S B 2 R 0 E U A ) T DL S M R E R . B, TERLEE
EEPRSRHCHE BE R, v DATE A A LAD Bl 0 B B4R, R A R TR k. B, TR
KN FEHHRLE . BRI AESE T, 1B RE TR R R b T 5K, BERENSENE.
33. ARSE

EEFERMEES AR LT 8T RS 5 FHE MR F 3T ok AR,
0T B3 BT A 7E SR B R 2 i of 1 1] 5 10 DA BV SRR LU FE[12] 0 AN S o, TRk i 7 TAE S
BET RERIEEE, IR 20708 I TR 2 &0 i3 H & TERHE R 50 [13] AR 7R E =0
7715, £ COCA HREURE I B ARSI, F LA /N B FE ORI R S, RIS 25606 L 2 Bkt
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AMATE AL RS R . BRSO DBINR .

%6, BT https://www.english-corpora.org M3tk X COCA ikl E, HRIK S5, 7E COCA “List”
(B2 T RETT T 73 59\ [assessment] Al [evaluation] , 35X assessment (1] i T 3 (assessment 1 assessments)
Al evaluation 1)1 4 7 2 (evaluation i1 evaluations)7E COCA H [ H B AHI%L .

HIX, £ COCA “Collocates” (FEHC)LIBEIL T 4371 LA assessment 1 evaluation Jy77 s, K& AL IR
WHE N4 (noun.ALL), 7EBSEEA+2 (W RUAETG 2 AN ) FIVa Bl A SR BB BC A, FFx IR R . DAk
A2 R C ARG B 45 AN “assessment” A1 “evaluation” () “PEAL 7 X S HEATX LM . 2 5 RS BC A 2K
W B NIEZ A (adj. ALL), TEESEE N+2 (7 s i 2 /N VG P SRS AL, ISR Y . DL
R A O AR R 4 SRR EE 0 Hr “assessment” 1 “evaluation” ({35 SCHIFE .

W, BIBRATEEERIE Y, X HIE PR ANE SCRRHE AT b, S asEsi R,

4. BREHSITE
4.1. FIiA#51

EF W RG T, XA SRLE COCA H ) A SEUH AT X LA 45 R AN 1 R, 19 ]
assessment 7£ COCA H tH L ¥ S 454 55,971, 1M 11 51 evaluation 7£ COCA H it L1 S 4% 32,509.
MIXANHE v DL H, 72 COCA TSt R I BLSE ikl assessment (A5 FH AR ME 2 evaluation i FH A%
) 1.7 £, HIMEATL, SETEARIE I H assessment BE % —Lb,

Table 1. Frequency statistics of assessment and evaluation in COCA
5% 1. COCA th assessment M evaluation BY{E BB 5% &t it

] L] R A B St
assessment 45,112 10,859 55,971
evaluation 26,173 6336 32,509

4.2. [F SRR IEECHFE

S LER RTINS A LTS, B MK TET 3, FLEEHEF T 100 fi it 4 ik
AT AL, KB AT P47 SRR EANT SRS EAT AR R A . R nE 2. £ 3
VY

Table 2. Classification and statistics of assessment noun collocations in COCA

5% 2. COCA ™ assessment 4 iT#& T 4 2 %1t

5325 24451
RS 2 risk; threat; damage
INYES student(s); teacher; peer; children
TARE R process; program; intervention; method(s); strategies; procedures; practice; system; research
THHEARZK tool(s); instrument(s); technology; techniques
NA AP S performance; outcomes; treatment; standards; impact; results; data; report; team
e S quality; scale
HE WL arts; learning; education; reading
BEre stock; portfolio; tax
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Continued
HREE skills; literacy
NN personality; preference; intelligence; health; behavior
FHoAth instruction; exposure; classroom; baseline; transition; battery; information; state; evaluation; model

Table 3. Classification and statistics of evaluation noun collocations in COCA

%% 3. COCA th evaluation % a8z 4> 23+

5325 25451
N YES teacher(s); student(s);peer
T R program(s); process; research; system(s); analysis; monitoring; measurement; project; training; intervention;
SRR method(s); form(s); procedures; management; plan
N e performance; criteria; treatment; development; outcome; implementation standards; impact; results; data;
e report; team; job; feedback
IEES faculty; design; competence; skills
HE SRR course; study; teaching; studies; testing; education;
e Site; school
HAth policy; model;

X EEPRAN “ VPG 7 3 IR 44 81 7E COCA T8 KR Hh 1) = BERE RO B, 2838 I ] BRI LF AR,
B S EAT IR B — B 22 57 5k, assessment FARCTA (042 = FEBE B i, MRS 920 2545
BRI i, assessment #ARCIRI IR 2, JEHEY, AR HEECIA B BRI 52 0 R
evaluation LRI ZEANED, EEBAREEE . JEEEAE. Hk, dTam, K. i, AEHTs
T I R 3 SCRIPPAY, 2 H assessment, JLP-/RH evaluation, Xt T&E 77 5 1H i 3FAL . £ evaluation,
assessment f# /D>, X —mZEREK. 5, WERKENETLURI, —FHMILE Q0 dEwHE, £1
PEIEFR . TAEML GG UL BOE J7 T KB, , eI, HEEW 64 evaluation.

4.3. [ SRR X EIFFAE

EEERZRBNIFENT SR TE R, &8 MU EKTET 3, HEINERAF A7 100 HLRTERE
T BEATE B A gt MRIEE =FhAFIE GRS & 4, W AERRRE SR . 45 R AnER
4 TR

Table 4. Semantic prosody feature statistics of assessment and evaluation in COCA
3% 4. COCA th assessment 1 evaluation B1E X E945ES 1T

] LA TS LB L THARAE B EE Pt E
assessment 16.59% 0.80% 82.61%
evaluation 12.01% 5.37% 82.62%

GERLIR, PN AU BT A A AR B (1 SO RFIE BE A ARl XAFAEZE R . R
B IR 28RS FC iR BT o5 40 B L — A —#F¢; assessment A HCIAI A 16.59% 1 17 3 i HH AR E X
1, HUAH 0.800 R 2 0 WML A5 S, T evaluation FOFERC At A 12.01% 44 10 18] 26 B0 A ARRR (01
X, B 5.37%IM A R A E G . BUR AT AT, PN A 5 R 2 HE L U] 2 8] K 43 Al —

DOI: 10.12677/ml1.2021.92076 553 BURIE 2%


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2021.92076

2

HEE LG, RoR BTG, (ERIRE K, assessment [IFRMZIE CHIBL G AN &, WIRIE X
PR AT LIS AN, 1 evaluation FYH B IE SCRIEE assessment SR b7 ELAEK, AN 2. 5 NA] B35
FAE D PR St 7R i R . EHCEI AR, BOMRR T AT LR o ARG SR AR R 2 4k, i
A DU 1 SRR R A 2 A S gh A7 18 U2 X 53

5. ZRS5RR

ASCEIPIAS “VPAL 7 % L) 4 7] assessment 1 evaluation, 18 COCA iR} b () H ST BL - HT
T I PEECANE SCRIRRAE, T PR AT R R, R SR A SR BoR: 763 E E LG ime
FErf, assessment Lt evaluation 8 % ;1M H., assessment FIFEHRCIAIFISZFE, JERIE) ™, X7,
R YRR R TEAG, 4% 1% assessment, JLF-ANH] evaluation, X887 HIFITEAL, B2 ik
H evaluation, JL-FAH assessment, {H& =3 &0l T TARGRRE . TARNS: LR 2 bl I B A 9SF
s B SGHFFIEE R, T 80% L BRI A PE IS SUHIRFIE, evaluation £ 57 H— & AOTH AR IE SCH#Y,
ifii assessment M| JL-T-5 A X 08 SGRFIE, AR BTG SCRMFIERE 2 o B X A4S 4% 38 B R 43 b, W]
PAEE [R] SCRIF T BUE T R — B R 7R .

e, A R R SCRBPET ZUF A T AR shia R U LA B =, 22 AR 2 ) i K 2 e R =
B IR, wra TR, RE K R BV R AR, A R B LA AT, s
BiE R ELRIE . BT LAFMAE H 5 20 2 b S 44 17 1 [/ SO B0 . Hok, 7R R SO BT 3
iR, KRZHCEIMKAR AL g 27, R SFaMESE AT, XTSRS
TEOLTAER RIR, £ 5oma A f B AR A2, A BB DG ORI A T ) 5 V20 2 18 BhiE kel R kAT 0%
NIX S LS R SR DM TE B ) 27 AR IR E SR AR TR A I, XA R T A R
WEFTE OGS, I, RIEE A, AR E. &, EUCE 2 R SEHUN T B
Az 2 S TR A v, R R VE Dy — s | 2 S T, fE ST SRR RS 7R, I
15 H FIRE PR IR 2= S PR .

SE K
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