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Abstract

There has been a growing interest in compiling corpus-based academic formulas lists with disciplinary
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characteristics in recent years. A contrastive analysis of the academic phrases, which are sourced
from the academic corpus of COCA and the abstract corpus of EST papers published in China, is con-
ducted in this paper. The distributions of academic phrases categorized by structure and function
are studied to recognize the challenges faced by Chinese EFL learners. The analysis indicates that:
1) as for structural classification, verbal phrases are used more frequently in the EST abstract cor-
pus than in the COCA academic corpus, while the frequency of function-based phrases represents
the reverse tendency; 2) concerning functional classification, the application of referential expres-
sions phrases are significant in both corpora. These findings serve as a potential reference to the
study on linguistic features of EST abstracts and the teaching of academic writing in future.
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1. 53|

AR Ji 15 (academic phrase), E RN AR AR B ESRA, KRN TS a2 E, FEE
FEMIEEER H A, (HA—E R B HIE[L]. /£35S 500, PAREIE LRGN — MR, prigfEiE,
e di B SRR E S 1B S BB 81 [2] -

AR, T IERE T T L 2% R IEE (English for Academic Purpose, f#j#R% EAP)SI S T &
B, NFENBE LAEEWEEAREIEYRITTHICHE . X AR 1R e 2881 3R 1 757
W, EHEH T 2 R0hE H T 207 1 ARBTG5 R KA [3]-[9] (H X e R G AT AR E Rt 18I
HITEBEA% 52 F 1) S H 1 A4S 2 78 042 88 [10] [11]

7E[E PR I, Simpson-Vlach #1 Ellis MIJHE M X FARFIEREAT 7328, JFRH T —F0r et 550735,
Bl - AN FE I Bl (Formula Teaching Worth, % FTW) 23 Bk 465 B 46 18 19 2 15 [5].
fiAiniE e 2 oA A oA R E AR FTW 375, HIRA ) % R K215 51 % (Academic Formulas List,
faifr AFL)HE E A& 5E T 204 2 R1E . Cunningham M EE IR L BE EXF 22 RGBT /02, FFM
FEEMITIE ST & PRI T 180 MEARMIE, XA B T EME AR T AR S E[12]. Lu 7RISR B4
@7 HEREEIRTIRE G F M AREIESIER, UIRSFEAREE[LL]. R, XL 7T 3 EEH TR
5153, AN A EE . vk, S RATHS S I SRR X R

FHECT HEBROEFT, 1 A 3 TR I AR SEE R 7T 1 SR A T 1R /R 915 2 2] B 5 AR RS & 12 ARE
U B SR IR I 2 R B RERT LUV, W95 I B RE AT AN R, FEUUARRIEEE
BUERNS WEEME, PR 2AREH SIS [13], (AIAFAE[14]. SARHAME I 2257 [15] AR RGBS
[16] [17]+ Thfesr285 2 AN J7 1) i) 18], SR, FEME AR PREURLTE 51 L B Fo 0k, B RAH XS BT
Z[19], AU D EE KRB AR KT 1) 5 R A PR [20], THET TR 9 E U = 5 8 S R
FELAT U] AL W e IR R o A T 73 i RS N [21) A BR[L6 R A IR TS 1 Hh Ab sk 111 ESP 183
GECAH E b VYRR R B S A AT RE, o TR AMITIFE R S Y B R 2 e, (RIS AT R S SR
2 HEE 15 R} (Corpus of Contemporary American English, fi#k COCA)BE TR EL . 4TIk, AW 5TiEE
L5 COCA iX— ) 2 I\ AT [ KRS BB b R HE AT 6 B, DAL 5 o 4 Ty HEA AR I 9835 2 R L
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PSR Ol BRIk 4, BUA IR 24 b TS M R BEE i = 70 5 5 R DU T 5143 Hr [ 14] [16]
[171[22], AR 680 =JeR80 DU IGR SIART L0 5 ) AR AR N G I . S8 F 2R B iE 454 5 2
BEOr Hebnife, FARFUINEIEZFENE, WIERWI[14]KRH T Cortes [23]/(1 5 AR KB L1 S5 I RE 40 b, 7 5%
[16]KH T Biber 25[24] (45 FIMEZL RN Hyland [4]( D) REHEZE . SR1M, RIS S [E 40 Biber [25](045 1) 7 2br
AN Simpson-Vlach & Ellis [5]Zh 8 43 bR A IR 78 14 B A2

gr b,k AR, B TUEOREE (I ST AE R R 2R KR 1 3 AR L B T T A TR K
Ro EHbr b, ZEMAGRE T 2R REAE S RN ETE, TP R TH T ERIEBEMER
FTW ¥F7r R0, AT, XEEHE IR EEREFEAR BTG F 3o, o HARE 1R, HARE
SR BB TN A MRS R TS, L2, BN REERETIIESIEEA
RiEFE AR AREIAEH B ZE R, BX T8 H P AREES R E A B> . s, RAE— 5
TRV T AREAE R I EE, (2 B EAFEZE R, B &S AR 1 th A [ 914K B 1 o
I A B 165 .

STk, ARFTCEE 52N ORISR TR E (1 COCA) AT EL, BESALTE in4mm A
HAREMERSGEZARWR ST E AR RSN, DU R B AR BB AEA FIE S A SR i 22 5
NEARGEAF R I BRI T . AR FIE R G — M2 AR B S5 TR b, CAER R 7L
SERMUERTEAI AT LE I o 00 RS AN A 2 (R 2 8, AT T ER At — TN A T AN 5 F 1) 4 Kk
R, NEFAREE MR SEAE S 3R .

2. fAREIT
2.1. #f5IO)RE

WRAE_EIRSCHRERE , ASCE AR FUIFEIE LAR 18RRI 915 1 25, [ N IEiB 2 1 E AR
FAE 1 5 AR RBEE AT R A B 122577 (ERMOER 2R, [ SR 3 E ) R K
WG S A H AL DRV lE KA AT 22572 B A K EAP HUM N2 A MR 2K 2 R A B AR N IR &
R

2.2. BRIEEYIE

AWFFCACRH T AERE: B IR SE R EE R EAE NS 1) COCA R EE . AW NE
Py = BT EE T 2R B 25 (SRR RR) FR ISR 1 VA TAEAIIK 2014-2021 4F R R4 5118 5. Ll HdniE
DEA N TR, L9y N 556 R SCHUAHEENR 7y, TR RCRHE JEE ZE R, RN 124,147 1A, TEAIHE 1%
TEEHERT, AT AR AT B s K AT T E, MRS RN T IR SO AR R SRA
H PR EFER AR, RIS 2 T 2014 %2 2021 4EIRIHHEL T 6 HAREA, f s E — RSB 78 S0 3 M 22,
UL TXT M RIRAE . NRIERIR e, BT E XIS T Faxt, A 0E T U5 5Rm fE S 4
W, HEBRTSFAREELRMEE, Flan “Abstract:” Frisl k& H 45

“YESEBRBEFLAR, B TUI TR B, S SR SR A I — AN R TE R (a8 B B2 ) Hh il B A4
FEE AR RISCARR B — A TiE R E, DUERIX LR HE” [26]. Fitk, ABFFLEM T T 2020 423 A
F BRI 2E B AR IGEERHE, EEUT COCA B RMEA (Sample) & i (122 AR HIFI B RHE, 2%
PEIEVERN L, @ COCA F=AIERIE, FE%A 1,351,064 1.

2.3. AR AE
s B EERERES, ISR A[11] [25] [27], AT RETIESEREAREE, B
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EREF R o F 4. =JnF sl oo F AR oTF . FAREIEFIERKMAE ., FEMLEE RS A
VOB B: RAE SR, ROESS L. G DR A S5 ARSI L.

1) FBSMERI . ABFTCRA 15 TS0 78 BRI 7, FFis A 7t B BA I A B2 5 3
ITHARFLTE I B8 7 AR R B T e - 75 R AR GE v A 2 R K 1R S X . 7257 7€ Python 3.8.6
WE RS, MH T NLTK B2AES RIS, (F5 T HERMET RS ZH[28]. Kkl riEe
PRMUETE G, 19 3RS BE - HES 1) 2 6] Fp 51 R TG

2) FBLEEMTEE . ST RN EAREERER R, HASEIEERENH P MMER R, A# 7R
P2 AR R AR P IR, B T AR R EE R 22 TR A T 200 MR AT E— BT, L4t 1600
ANETE. [FE, R0 EAE S (MI score) Xt 15 45 74 1) 2 SURN UM A 52 K T A00K[5] [14], AW
FHE T IX 1600 MEIER) MIAE, FHEIE MUE R HES, S 2k IR NERHE T 2 707 41 11 100 4
FIEREAT 73 2K 8, JLEHC T 800 M IE

AHFFZ IR T B3 [29]8 MIUETHE T, AXWF:

MI (a,b) = log, % @

FEVBEHE /- #reh, RJEXT a F b ILBUEZER 77N P(a, b), 1fi P(2)5 P(b)7r &AL a FAJE b
ML HILINER . MPANATE 2 [ 456 J1EER, BVEMRE e4 s — eI, i P@, b)EE&T
P(a)f1 P(b)I¥13AR, Bl P(a)-P(b). XFIEE T, HBECHEETEIS MI(a, b T 1EME, RHFEIE a 5iHEE b
Z WAFAE B Z I FE I M . Rz, MI(a, b)& T HME, 1A a5 b #ERCRE MR, BRI IERNER SR AR
Q, HHATE a BIMLIARK A F(a), HITE b BRI F(b), 1 F(a, b) IR AiA % a 5 b
FE TR Fr 3L [m B AR, )

F(a)
p — 2
(0)-"o @
H
F(b)
P(b)= 3
(b) o 3)
M2, PIAETE IR
F(a,b)
P(a,b)= 4
(2.0) -3 @
B 4)mAGER L), #
~ Q-F(a,b)
MI (a,b) = Iogz—F(a). 0] ®)
3. M RRINEE IS, ATFFIT BT AT HY 800 N2 AREIEIAT T S5 5T 35, R4
I, 2 Gray & Biber [25] 13 FbniE, A —AEZ AN BhiE . Bhahia 8 S i RS20

B 25K (a0 “was used to” )o L& —ANELE AN A4 TR L 12 ] B A PR VA 28 D AR B 1 2 S 45 4 (1]
an “of this review” ). A EH I AR (A0 38l TR AR L BR ST 1] S5 ) RA) i 10 6L 2 D 4 U1 288 DRy Ty e 1) 45 ) (£91
1 “on the other hand” ).

FEThRE K b, ARSI Simpson-Vlach & Ellis [S]14035brE, K24 AR IE M RERI NTE7R
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LY. B KE. SIFER, fER R ESON N T T IR 2, B ARIRThER AN 4 AN AN TR
s JRPEUEEE . BUNS R XS fRanSEM . BRI & IAR . L35 DRI o B
W RIS R SRR Re I S TTREME . Y. R S TRIEX A TR WE R TR S A T iE
EHEEER. FEINGEE, FEER. EEARCX TR,

4. SEABLERIRT L . ABFFRH TR HO AT, 1R R R T 2 v h P SRR 9 7 R 4T R A [26] -
T B P B v B R S 36 [ A 1A K 2418 5 22 #d% Mark Davies T+ 2008 A8 37 (136 [ 24 AR BB kL E
(COCA). AW RGixT b B AL JE B E 5 COCA FEARIERIE, 15 S5 A T BESR () 79 A 1
Blo BITIRANHT, AWFFL B LR R B AN 00522 ) F AR ROE A B 2= Ak bk, 3Rt BAR ) ot
A,
3. %R511ie
3.1. IBNERFES

ASHIE FERS P A TE R REAT AT T, BT B (Token) . K4 % (Type). JIEAFEL(Type-
Token Ratio, B TTR). ~FEJia BLAPI AR, AR R 1 RE 2R Rp R (10 it 7 AR [30]. 0 & R TR L
T 1 (NNER). £ 1HEERR, WAMERERFEEKER B, FHARKMZERD, HERIERFILZE
e, FEUR I PR 2 BRI ) o AR AR SRR A DR YA TR ) PR R AR — 3
KX TTAE R A M [30] . SR, XA ARRE BT, R B R BN ORHE, BTN IE
RSN AR E . VPR E[BIR M, RHE AR IE RN ROV B, B ST EAURHSEiliH

Table 1. Statistical features of the two corpora

= L OIENERERHES T

TERL TERFEL HIFH RIFEFFLL 5 K FHaK
FHE OB AT R 124,147 9136 7.36% 4.95 26.82
COCA 2= ARAE R} 2 1,351,064 52,337 3.87% 458 23.79

3.2. G RER

2% Gray & Biber [25]f04328brHE, 7 2 JBIR T COCA “EARIERNE 2R TEE M 2omtl, £
3 Geit T AN ERLEE tp R BB IS5 M 7 R R . WS 3 R, 1EZWZH, PIANE R R & JEshia 2k
SR 254 o5 LB K (57%, n=228), a4k, e gt b thib . X — KI5 Biber [25] 1 7t 45
WA —3, (AR R 22 R 1% . Biber [25]48 i, £ ARE/EH, DyReia 45 A3l i 4554 (1 B INE,
T A B 7] 23] 45 W A PR B AHELZ R, DB SCIRISE AR BB IA 4540 . RO 2T, RHEE
TEA S Bl 5T AR EE COCA RTEREE St 4%, 1X— 22 ] Be 5 9B PO 1 5 feitk
Ko HEBR[32)4E H, SEiB MR T A, SIFSFOR, MHUEZ M, SRE. Bk, FiE¥
SJHE AR AE AR YEE B IE R Z B BHE fUT B, S 8Ehin a8 R, R REE4EN
A .

T AL S MGIHERER, WNZJoFFIRTce s, A6 2 sein 45 1 fs Az B, i
LI e 1] 225 A6 ) A P A28 DR o X R B A B K B B 0, AR 1A) 28 S 1] f A B A%, 1T
AE A R 8 B DU AR G DD o FEBNIAI S5 M 7T THT, COCA “FARAE K 1K 80 17 45 K Bt 2 J B K P 1R 3 o, LA
SRAFT N AR, B I0E e BB R ELE o0 =05 W0 541 o 3h i 45 84 4 F i R 38 1,
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Table 2. Examples of structural classification phrase in the COCA academic corpus
% 2. COCA FRTEREF ARG ENE 7 LR

FEKE B 45 ) JEB) ] R S S5 Ty 1) 45 1)
I have been, should be levels of, nature of duo to, those who
— there is no, in physical education, as well as,
L5 they do not the present study with respect to
Wl was found to be the purpose of this at the same time
BT sl are less likely to report of the rule of recognition as a matter of fact

Table 3. Structural classification proportions of academic phrases in the two corpora
= 3. B MEREFAETNEE S LA

Rk BliE 451 e R S s 1A 45 ) ThegiA 4544 Mt
Bl SO R ZAE R 134 (33.5%) 228 (57%) 38 (9.5%) 400
COCA ZARIERL 118 (29.5%) 228 (57%) 54 (13.5%) 400

Table 4. Structural classification distribution of academic phrases in the COCA academic corpus

F 4. COCA ERBHEFAREBBN G XD

LY AP s 2 =L ITWE I HITF S Bt
Bl S5 48 31 27 12 118 (29.5%)
BN HESS S EA | 30 54 60 84 228 (57%)
TR 44 22 15 13 4 54 (13.5%)
Bt 100 100 100 100 400

Table 5. Structural classification distribution of academic phrases in the EST abstract corpus

5 MREEREBENEFAEENGHI LD

L e ST =JUTA Pl HICF 5 Bt
SIA L5 37 37 38 22 134 (33.5%)
BN HESS S A | 46 50 55 77 228 (57%)
B8 A ey 17 13 7 1 38 (9.5%)
Bt 100 100 100 100 400

BAE FLIC 7 50 A AR A . E = RS E M, AW AL SR S MR8 [20] B e 41 A — 3%, RIFEZAAR
L (R S Eo g (ARSTE |S h AR i oy R I e s s VA TR Eo T (AR OR QAR R RO S S ety SR
BE S 1A P KB o0, BIAA ek, Shia) S H At S i P bl . 5 2 AR5, AR 7Eiiid 5 COCA
EARVERERIR LE AT, AP R IR B RGN, DA 22 1 AR Dh RE TR 5 T A7 AE A A AN /2 O 1), 4
i 77 T A B P A, X AT RES S A ) H S F IR RS R RA K.

3.3. TheEErKER

k4% Simpson-Vlach & Ellis [S132 Hi FIDIRE 7 FAELL, AW TR 0L 5 A TEREAT 1 — %5 — e
A, FFERAE T BRI NS (PE WL 6). HETIHSREER, AWTEE L0 T COCA AR 5 RHE I
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TEA B P AR — IR o AR DL (PR AR 7).

Table 6. Examples of functional classification of the two corpora

= 6. MMEREZAREIERIINEES LR 5]

— Rk R Bl SHER EE R COCA Z= AR B FE
T 3 on this basis, a new method for, is an effective the presence of, on the basis, the amount
; method for of, of two kinds of teachers
SRS T such as, there are, has been, to be, is one of the there will be, such as, it is, that is not, this
BRI A most is not the case
S L less than, compared with, on the other hand,  more than, on the one hand, on the other
IR the relationship between hand, the relationship between
EERNS LA in China, iron and steel industry, at the university, the state of Florida
R bR x etal.
R R A1) the main, is the main, are the main should be, may not be, is likely to be
. o . according to, was found to be, have been
NFISL ) according to shown to
EGHEERASE VAN ¥ must be, should not be, to ensure that
TR o, o~ can be, (was/were) carried out, be used as, was  can be, be able to, it is likely that, it is
i1 T obtained by possible
S is beneficial to, which is consistent with, has it is true that, it is important, (of) the
i little effect on positive turn
2 85 to study, in order to explore, to solve the to make, to participate in, in order to

problem(s)

understand, | would like to

TS S R A (in) this paper, is found to be, (in) this study, it of this study was, are presented in table,

is shown that found to be
ENGIDNGE -3 in recent years for example, the first, the second
B IIfE o i A due to, experimental results, are as follows, the due to, as a result, the fact that, in order
R results show to, the effects of
EE D in addition, as well as, there is no obvious, at  rather than, in other words, at the same
i P the same time time
Table 7. Functional classification proportions of academic phrases in the two corpora
F= 7. AN EZEARIZENINGESE &
R HR e ST b it
Bl 9B EE R E 261 (65.3%) 68 (17%) 71 (17.8%) 400
COCA 2 ARiE k| 277 (69.3%) 74 (18.5%) 49 (12.3%) 400

B T, FA VR IUBH AT 1 2 P rp 4R 7 Th RE AN 237 DhREJ7 THI H) A ARG o5 EERS IR T COCA 2R
P s AR RS IEE 2P Th il i DO RE IO 2 R FE PIT o BL g 155 T COCA 2R . 18] 1 T i S5 R B,
FEAR/RDNRETT I, PI/MERHER ILT Ao I, BREE A ARRIE KRN, HRnRTheta T B
(VEILIE 1(a)). FESTIZTHBETT T, PHASTERLEERE 1T 3 51 BUR ek, HLRH o 10 225 I — 7o 31l
NI A RIS (FEILE 1(b)). EIERDIRETT I, P MEREZE 2 R B R0 55 (VR L 1A 1(c)).
BRI TR DUR T RIL? JE15 5 5 F 5 ARIEE (0 AR R N AR T RE 70 2R AT (T ALK
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ZF Y N RASCR I T I Re R MbriE, e B —oo. =Ju. Wk hoe e AREE L], X Bk
A AT IRAT 18

100 40
90 | | NCOCA ZAERE s | SCOCA HARIBRE
go | | DRHRZCEREERE O RSB RIERE
ol 30 -
g 60 I g 5
% 50 %20
E@ 40 E 15
30 -
10 8
20 ;
N
| ) §
0 fii 0 B
=75 kb2
(@)
40
35 SCOCA ZARIERLEE
ORREEREIERE
30

[ 4
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FHIRBHE

10

N N

=3 mITRES HTFF
(©

Figure 1. Comparison of the functional distribution of academic phrases in the two corpora ((a) referential expressions; (b)
stance expressions; (C) discourse organizing expressions)
1. AMBERIEDIRINGE D ERFIBRE XL (() BRINEE; (b) MIATNEE; () BREINGE)

1. fe/RDiRER. MR4E Biberetal. [3]05E X, FE/ARDIREREIEH T-48 ) AR Rk, siE 80
FRXHAS, BIEMRSEAIN S0 BRI W EEREE. Wk 7 P, BOERER TR
RERIEIE M S Lhiir =42 — . AWFFKH Simpson-Viach & Ellis [5142 H ) ik 7 2RHELE, #2540
O T SFEAREE AR R I RE N AN T2 B RSB 5 R WS RS e BOBIbR i
5 HoAth

M2 8 KIN, COCA AR FE v Jg 14 b W S840 8 R i 7 5 58 Ao SR A 8 B o L A [ (22%, n = 61);
o TR ik P B M W 2B P o EE R K (42.9%, n = 112), Z5E COCA EARFEMFIfE, 55
SENL A TE R Z (10.7%, n = 28). {E Simpson-Vlanch & Ellis [5]/) 2 #7941, J& 11 B 2K T8 R B IR A2
K
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Table 8. Statistics for referential expressions phrases in the two corpora
7 8. BMMEREPIERINAERIE S L5t

TRANTIRE 7> K RS TSR L COCA % ARiE e}
J T 15 B 112 (42.9%) 61 (22%)
LVIESE 553 18 (6.9%) 52 (18.8%)
Xt A 20 (7.7%) 16 (5.8%)
e EN 28 (10.7%) 61 (22%)
BOHIFRIC 0 (0%) 1 (0.1%)
HAh 83 (31.8%) 86 (31%)
B2t 261 277

BeAl, S TR AESSHEIE, (40 such as the, there are, it is not, | do not know, this is not to say)fd 3% #L 7Y
(L B VRS LS B RBhinl Bhial 5 A ahiR 4 i) )1 BN A IR T, DAZS I B R0t R [5], &
W5 COCA 2R FEFF N 5 SRAE SIS 7 LA AR B R =A%, AR 72 20 i I e 1 47 22
PEFT COCA AR P i U SCAS 1 FISCAS 2, W LASE N ELUE A0S BU S 127 2] 2 5 A AT 2 1) 5 SR ARk
BB (T RIS A AR H ) R4 22 R

A L (BHE BB B ) -

To solve the non-uniform gas-particle mixing problems such as the falling raw concentrate remain, shorter reactor shaft

lifetime and less oxygen utilization at the high loading flash smelting process with a CJD burner, a mathematical model of a
CJD burner with distribution air was built up... The results show that the process air is concentrated inside the circular cone

under the nozzle, the particle distribution is effectively controlled by the momentum ratio...
A 2 (COCA FARJE):

Putting a senior lawyer with technology experience in charge of a technology project doesn’t guarantee success to mediate
disputes...It is the legal staff facing off against the IT staff. Unfortunately, these two sides tend to speak different languages
and perceive work issues from different points of view. And that’s not even mentioning the systems integrators and the soft-
ware vendors often have different views on how best to implement a system... At the same time, there will be people who will

resist using a new system for understand...

R4 Simpson-Vlach & Ellis [5] 19~20 € X, J@ M3 R EE B =3B 4 pk: R MESRFE. 7]
B F 42 1) 401 E B i B AR S B HEAKATAE . 78 20 tH4D 80 4EAX, #7335 BHE BB AR EHEAT T
T, FERM T X RHERIER =ANbrdE, BB (register). SC3&(genre) f1 3 i (topic), LA AS B Bt &
SER o X ECARAE TR T OARTEEA FEREI . SRR 8 R E AR R . 1] 2() A IR R, AR R
FE R B R R R A AR A AR — B, BRI E R TR MR RLE N 8 E K 5 8. COCA
SR AL AN IR AR T, A SR AR P T TSR v A 2 A T A 22

UeAh, A FEAERHE PR 1 2L P T AR R IUBRIAR LR RITE,  IX W] R R BRI bR 1 SR S 4 2
SCAS B a7 3 PR RURE R 1k ) B SR AR, SRR D RE MBI, AHELZ R, COCA AR FE 4 0l
A RS E, R A T — MR bR IS4 15 . Simpson-Vlach & Ellis [5]th 2 7 22 AR 15 T 15 5 o R I
T =R HE and so on.

2. MIpThRedE. SRR RE TR Sian i, ABISIAFIRAS, FFHT B R s
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Figure 2. Comparison of the number of referential expressions phrases in the two corpora ((a) specification of attributes; (b)
identification and focus; (c) contrast and comparison; (d) deictics and locatives)

[E 2. $ERThREEIE M EXTLLE (@) BMRA; (b) RANSRE;

Table 9. Statistics for stance expressions phrases in the two corpora

F 9. MMIEREPIIAINRERRIE S XS it

() ML (d) HHR5EN)

SETIRE YK R e i P COCA % Rif ket
AR PR 1) 1 3 (4.4%) 27 (36.5%)
KIS 1 (1.5%) 4 (5.4%)
IR ST =P 0 (0%) 9 (12.2%)
Ae 15 n] et 46 (67.6%) 15 (20.3%)
PR 6 (8.8%) 11 (14.9%)
=E S wm 12 (17.6%) 8 (10.8%)
B2t 68 74
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= 15). FHEJOERM E A P EE ) 5T REME I EIE H H K (67.6%, n = 46), it COCA 25 A e HhAsoa PR
HAIEE 75 AT RE SR HE f E 2 A, O B S TSR R 1 (17.6%, n = 12).
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Figure 3. Comparison of the number of stance expressions phrases in the two corpora ((a) hedges; (b) ability and possibility;
(c) evaluation; (d) intention)

B 3. MIAINRERDIBMEXLLE () HEHIPRFIE; (b) BENSHREN; (o) ¥Fh; (d) EEISTN)

RE1 5 AT EVERLE I 51 H 1 I E KBS PR AOAT N BRI [S]. B 3(b) Xt L4 AR W], BHR S iE 2
PEfIRE 1 5 T REMESRAETE 2 COCA “EARPEM =A%, X RE 5 H NI I8 2 1 % EAL R R I 45 R A
EA %, T [ bR U SE AT ) TR AR I R o HA [F) SR TE I ORI J 2 2] Iz SR A A AR L A
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3. iBRIThAEIS. TERUIBERAEE AR R B A SURERAE R, AT @5 A) 2 (A 2 5%
R, TREEEN, EHIEERAE. R IET U TEIAEE, FiRims, DEmRNE. K9
DR s FE oG R A, MR 5 2 o SOAR I SRR AN A o TE RO P OB S THRE SR EE R S B2 R SR A &K
VI CHE . R Simpson-Vlach 5 Ellis [S11 73 KbRiE, 1% KIEAT LUt — 2170 AWAS 72K JoiE
BHIEEE R, FTEEBINSRE, TEER. DRESFIC. £ 10 higits B EoR, COCA A
HE R AR ISR TR o LR K (36.7%, n = 18), IR K2 (30.6%, n = 15), F G| N IEAES Sk
/N8.2%, n = 4). Bl FAER L E T ICIE R 515 R RN IERIE & H K (46.5%, n =33), FAEIREIKRZ
(36.6%, n = 26), F G| NI LR /N1.4%, n=1).

P10 HIGH AR R, EGI NS RAEIFE LR A ERE R 5 B e e T A i A
JERIICTE RS 55 R R IS & EL i COCA SR FE R HAS, R REATAE 1o 5 3 FH ) ) AL

Table 10. Statistics for discourse organizing expressions phrases in the two corpora

= 10. MMERETIBRREREIED X5t

B IhEE A FH BB 2 COCA % ARiEK}HE
TCiERE SiERTER 33 (46.5%) 12 (24.5%)
TGS RE 1 (1.4%) 4 (8.2%)
F A 26 (36.6%) 15 (30.6%)
BRI 11 (14.9%) 18 (36.7%)
Bt 71 49

4. BFRFMEFERR

ASHFFTIRNST LG AT 1 1] P R S B 4 2 R COCA 25 ARAE R (K S AR BB A G 1o, i 1A
27 IR R TR E ARSI . X B AR R AR R E Z MRE S 2R, JFR
FARIGEGEL AR MG T ORI, AW S i N e — 2838k H 55, PINERHE T ahid
LR EE B JE R, X5 Biber [25]0F EA5 R 8GR, RPEUMISRIE R IR R s, 5
Simpson-Vlach & Ellis [S]F R IV &5 fa, SeE I EE LRGP AR Z NP LA A, X5
W21 FU R AR ST o BEAh, S RTANRIRT FUA7AE — 282257, @Id 5 COCA HERIE M TEAIX th, 3K
TR IR T RFIE -

SERY I SR : A RS 91 AR ST EE T, B S8 R AR BhiA RS R A T RS
B, L RER A TE A IR AR XA . BT ARG, [F A RHSEE 22 2] 3 ARS8 5 A v A
TAEMZIASE A . X —IL R T hSepiA i 5 IR L RORA ZE e, RISEiE A T 4445, T
UK N 2 A HI SR N B 88 22 2 35 (R M Y S5 I IR BHE VUSRS BLR SR AT, A2 RIEE
BAREEE TR IR E B AR A 25

THRE 7P RAFAE: EDIRE N RTTH, FRonThRERRIEAE M N IERE P G TR 25, JCHR R
TR L R R U A AR R R RO, X T e R TR ZEOSCR RIS VIO . S D RESR T IR
I o BT T 2 —, PINIRRHPEAE RO BR )38 R e 0 55 T REPE R T R A E R E 2 R, X
AT RE 55 [ P RS S 2 > 3 1] Yl 1 RRIE M AL, DA 22 S 16 10 45 RN B K ST 150 5k
R IIRERIE R, Ui S RIS IR AR A I 1), PRI AR JGE SR AT, Nigk
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