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Abstract

Lexical bundles in second language writing have been increasingly emphasized, researchers have ex-
plored the characteristics and problems of lexical bundles output in second language writing. How-
ever, few studies have addressed the developmental characteristics and accuracy issues of lexical
bundles in the use of lexical bundles by native English speaker students. This study included a corpus
of 29 students’ assignments writing during their postgraduate studies, creating a sub-corpus of over
80,000 tokens in order to explore the patterns of lexical bundles among the same cohort of interna-
tional students majoring in education when they were writing their assignments. After extracting the
high-frequency lexical bundles from the corpus, this study classified these bundles into six structural
and three functional types based on Biber et al.’s taxonomy of bundles and the target bundles in native
speakers’ assignments writing, and comparatively analyzed their frequency and distributional fea-
tures. The results show that international students under-use lexical bundles in terms of quantity, but
the richness of lexical bundles is higher. In terms of structure, international students use PP-based
bundles (prepositional phrase with of-phrase fragment and other prepositional phrase fragments)
and NP-based bundles (noun phrase with of-phrase fragment and noun phrase with other post-modi-
fier fragments) less frequently than native students. This study is conducive to increasing the im-
portance of second language learners’ correct use of lexical bundles, and it is also informative for the
goal-setting and practicing process of writing teaching in the future.
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1. 518

FEEFAT RN, JOE OO M EBREARIE F[1], FEFARIRA RS 1 R pUE PR
TS AR A ARLART T BRI, PSR Dy TARE 5 B bR AR AR
PLSETE LRI IR T 35 1 5 BUME S B ER,  DURARBRE 23 F 2 S8BT KA 0 2 AR
FMFARZRM TR o FEFE BRI 2 ()22 R B [ 5, SEREH R, JCH RIS 2
PR RIS SN . AR BEE SR 3 £ o] FH S v 6 17 A 200t 5 B S5 1A 55 5 TG T i o 45 A R e, 3K
SR T ORT ] Faz AR BEE A IR A8 S DU B # 5 S R S5 1

VTR R R T AXME SRR PR EZENE, KREVIURL, WIS R 5 AL
DN O S TE R T — AN R R . SR, AR T THN 28 R S A A B #UA I E
R R RN IE R, JCH sk Z X RRE & AR HF S A 68 RN FE R 15 DL PR T &

AW E L B T5 T DR E R B AR S T IR S, 20T 5T H bn % 5 RhE
NPETE RN 5 E bR 2R A S A v A A S ARl B RO, B AT RE s % T 1 1) SCA ] #5 T
R GUCAREE . GBI SEI T B, 2@ SCEN AT BN SCRAL, AT H 2 E
SR P TE B AR 2 5 A b i 3 P AR T 1) SCAS RNV S, IR R AN R BRI S5 AR AR 85 M AT
RERFAE B ROZE SR, BEMER AR JEE BIE A & 5 AR 9015 BREAR & 20 F 1 R SOAR RSB e, /2R
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TV S F AV S A BT T R A
2. MHRGRIR

AW FUR R A T RRE SR B FH P S AL RRERE S, A S Z AR TR S5 R
B A R ] 2 A A LA 27 S B B S 5 A o (R AV A TS A I A

HAT, K2 BT E 348 2 51 & 1A B (lexical chunking) B 78 3 4 v A8 A RHr B (B8 DETE Ll Al
JESAE LML) SAET7 I [2]: 1A 6 b B S5 {8 & 5 R 5 AR ] BRI 5 0 2 AR Tl 4 SR S S T
RAFLE, BRRIERZ LD TREMG] F 80 [3]. MEEINE FAEBE RN, REHLD RO
NBGA RS 2 4, BESGES/ETE, KSR RIS B DIeE N EHE KR SCEEE K. B
I, AHE TR AR TS BB RSN 2 AR B S AR o 2 TR, SR [ bR AR S 0E S AR Rl
s FH PR AR A

LTI S AR, EFIMIANE S ¥ P RSN, iR R ERE KR RE, A6k
FHL BIEE B FK P [4]. RAEEE TEHEELE AN Z A S, I B HEEN X EREWH
PRiEAL BTS2 O RTHE T, 52 2 H A RESL AT RO A (AR [5] . S0, 40 Rk = X L8 [ 52 (AR P AR
ik, BT N NS . ANESRIIEI SR . Bk, BT FUE R A SR R SR S B 2 A
FAEA G, IR S —iE 2 [5] [6]-

BT HERER SRR, BREF SIERREF AR LA ER, R ABHEE K
PR AR . AT ARSI L. 200 ) FIERERT ORI, 2 ) H R AE B S5 6 1)
VAT I A7 7R A8 P AN R BB SR [7] 0 3o P AR/ B v S C 8], BV Nesselhauf FT R« f 77 B (1 5 iC 26
7”7 (41 have achance, havealook, havetime, haveaproblem, take care of) (Nesselhauf, 2005). Nesselhauf
[IJFEX FELE T oLl 2 > FH 5 AE 2000 A3 - 44 1 R AT WA N R, Hra A S — 5 A
24, B W RS R B IA] L 44 1 AT 1] B SRS 24 (W1 *make homework # /X do homework, *life quality
AR quality of life) [10].

F—J7H, VAT FEE A N-gram 3t RE B 00 T VR AT A 2 R S R RLTERAIE, RIS I #EAE
e R ia] R A A B 2 T REE R [11] . XA R AT R 5 o 2] 3 1A e ) AT FR AT 9% (Granger &
Paquot, 2008) . It A1, 27 > 2 E ] 52 41 (i 45 44« Dl e At I 07 207 11 5 B 2 R It SE R ) 22 5 [ 7] [11].

WS SRR AU AE LB MBI TG 15 5 7 G 5 5 S S E2EH] . Pawley A1 Syder [7]
fath, 15 F RUAIA L E AR KRR BT X8 & R AR A RIA I B4R . [, —LEHEA
HWWN, RGN G REN, Z1E S B R E QU s 5 AT R,
AREAE[12]. BARFNAEE T2 21 BB E RS S0 R 2 BRE T — BRI RIEF  FHHE ZIEF %
2%, HITAER O ORI Z BB AL 00 BA — 8 SR B8 ) AR BRE 5 1R A2 22 R 7 51A%E F J7 T
RIL[3] [11] [13] [14]. Fse b, RZBEHEPRFPAEL D E R RS . A TIERRETIE
BHE SRR ICGEh IR .

DA E LU 1 BREE A 15 5 2] F AR B A _E i 22 7 [15]-[17]. Shin (2019) A EETEAIEE £F1E 27
AR R AR ST TP R ORI A, R I AR REE & A RO 220, LSRG ) 456 FH 30 1) 85 R A AR AL R0

3. F&ig
3.1. fAZIE)R

AT S E L) B B 2R 5 DL Dy BEE S A2 A A BT A AE R I8, ARFEWT 7 H b, LU TR BT
i) 35 Bl B B I B
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(1) FEFregd 59 BEEE VR LS A b i B A A DY 3] 3] B = ] B ik ek 2
(2) o 5 9 BREF AR R HE A B R SR P 22 S A IR e 2

3.2. IBRIEEHIE

N T SEBUTFEE bR, SO 1 RS R [ PRt AR R R R . T BARREAR IR B
FHLE KA AL T A o AT FE H B B 2 AT A S RG22 5], A IR 45
i FE R . ASCRR R T AT IAE AT BT FE 2 20 1A B e ) BLAS 3 78 50~70 7> Z I i A Vb . 2
FEAil B RS T —ANHRERE, it 29 FSCE, 1ALE A 80,558 NI T

3.3. ARl

IR AT R B — AU R ST — I BEE A E FH ( m SOA B L, XS O SR B ) 2] S
HARBEME. 7F Cortes KT s 5AWEY, CRER S HAESIER RS s, Wi
HH I 77 10 K AT RRE AT R rh A Al B D “ B RRIE B (target bundles), i —35 % 54 REE
TR HR I ] e A B [ 12] o ASORER AU TG 5, X AEREIE FE R A« H AR E” A A Ol
HATHEE . B, ABFFLH, “ BRI —iad i i Cortes 15 AT A [12] o E7H BHETERLEE “ Louvain
Corpus of Native English Essays (LOCNESS)” K/ AAHF 7T (1) H A ia] He kI8

FRHE Biber 25 A\ (20005} il B ) 5 A SCHT 8 ()] By v A 5 8 52 B 3] P A (18] . Fl T i i
PR, HZNFEERE, AR OFFAR GG YU 5G] . Simpson-Viach A1 Ellis # 7K£ #, =]
WAL B B ME, AbA TR SR ARE AL BIRAE 7, BT I BA B E U ARE S
W, Hd T 50 ML IE B Z Ry =R S5 [19]. Biber 78X AR 0HE S HOM A B A, A
TR, 3B PR R B [20] . AN =R RS AR B R £, 1 i BN A A B AR i
K, HZ AP REE . th4h, Hyland IMEAARSEFHITE 7 INAES. Kk, 7 3RE 4
T H bR A E A2, A OB B K BB o = 2P0 AN, B N-gram H# 3<N <4 [21].

3.4. SR

il (Lexical bundles) s HIH & XN TE 5 — 18 e A b e AT 52 HH A 1A 15 7 A1 [18] o AT b o BE 5
SE T I TR BRNE - ANERL AR O R, R T RS R SR S T SR A2 A A AR, =
AU 51 AT RERE AT TR N R AR S R I .

TEREFH, SHARESCEWSE SIS J5, FaMBR 7 ks SR RS TRE B . BT 3
Koy B, FHE A AntConc (Anthony, 2006) K M H 2 5147, LA AT H ARV 5 B 25 R0 RRAE o MR o
PRI H f AR =9 B R DO AR] R B2 o O T A R i 258 NI )T 5 A SR BRI TE 24 SCA P e A A
F, iR BN i 2 BT 25 MR A AR IR TR 28, Tk 1]V R B i AT DY o 0«

1 RFHBETR: 2/ B3 k(B4R E i 40 1K) [22];

2. PSR BAHMIE S S Ed, B REANEETS,

3. BmMEFBMEWMI): MI>3, ARIAICAER: € EE T —E IR

4. STt A5 AR E E S s R T S UL K (B a0: - “they do not want” F1 “do not want
to” ).
BT R bRiE, meZNE bR AR R R 162 AN AT g, A YR N 14 4.

3.5. FFHESTHT
AT T I HL R R B 2 AR R S BHEE R R R RC R, FEBR ShK . ZARIEATh RESE Ty I ik
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7T o TP ALERE SCARMUBE FAPAE 2 5, RIS ASCABEA R, FHAE A BT T .
ik, B FIE I L BT FR AR R 1 B AN [ 4 AR BT S TR R LR SR TH R 2 R Token: daliE A tH I IX
B, Type: ANFENALRFIHCE; FrdERRLAHIL (Type/Token Ratio, TTR): F T &G M idiC 2. TTR
Em, U E SR RS>, ERERC R 2R S 3E—5 i, SR IRA 2K 3
W7, AW S UAERE SRR 5 o) N a5 2K 1. HET 44 1A 4515 (NP-based bundles); 2. £
A-17] 5 1% (PP-based bundles); 3. 3&-T-#hiA %6 1% (VP-based bundles); 4. M) F B (Clause fragments); 5. 1&
Hii&(Modifiers); 6. #4351 5 (Linking bundles) [18] [23].

4, BARGR
4.1. xFRANMEIES =REiEHR

AT E ST E PR S EE RRE AR AR b b f i A8 R G DY ARl B 5 = AR B, N 1w
VL H, 78 DU ia] R B 5 1, BHE 5 RHZE(LOCNESS) 3418 31 AN [EN P ia] iRl B, & B Ay 333 ¥X.
B Fr A B R e 4 14 MR R PR R, S HIURZ R 167 k. 78 =iaiaE 7, LOCNESS £
299 MR R =iiAl e, SO BUREN 4330 ¥ N E R AR TR R E RS 162 A=A B, B HBR
) 2160 K.

Table 1. Comparison of commonly used three-word bundles and four-word bundles

= 1 ERZIEIERMIDRIR RIS L

LOCNESS International Students

Three-word bundles Four-word bundles Three-word bundles Four-word bundles
Types 299 31 162 14
Tokens 4330 333 2160 167

4.1.1. BFRIABR(TBs) = H 5%

e, SRR 2 A B RIR T A 5 BRE S E#1E H AR HU(TBs) ™ i 2 [k R . 451
TR, fEPEIA e, [E bR A 5 REEF LR TBs (AR 2 (01 H WA e, (EAE = i) 1A e (1 45
b, SHZ AR EM N MK ARBON 0.354 (P =0.022). X EWIE =GR L, EprdE
A TBs (77t SR EAR KRR B b T DU I REE & 22 AR S/ o 1) TBs 72 H 5 A AT T30

4.1.2. BFRIFHR(TBs) = H 2346

WS, AT BRI ANERETE TBs 45 RIThRE /A7 B2, BFFRYE AT — A5 28
P2, F5 HTA TBs Xl 2 973 il 4 ¥y S (41 %6 18 21 pp-based . 4 1] fi i 2 np-based . 2117 1% 2 vp-based
F)F R B R B R P A =R T RE R B (R R R IL . R EAHLGIRINIRIE), R AERLE
P ISR R BEAT T R 45 R BN, TR SR, PIANERVE AR R E R . o
T REE 2 AR AE = 1A b DU G B A8 SR B e T bres .

WAk, ST FANERLEE th A IR B, BETE R A8 AR s T R A . i, 7R =]
e, BREF RE RS T 88 Rk, M EFR AR E AN 43 Pk DL, BHEE R
ARSI T 49 Yk, T E BRAEAE N 27 K.

FAh, MWIEE BB (G5 2) T LR, B bR AR DR B 288 - ARid bR(TTR) A 10.17, 1 BHE
N 9.30. M 3KE, iKY TTR EE R4 8.37, MikFEH N 6.90. TTR (type-token ratio) = 3
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CEN i

REFRCE x 100%, RATEIERHALEEZER. AAXATBE D, TTREB, HERRECEE
FES 2Rk, B, AERTRHEE, B Rt AR S A rh B A AR B S s i
HERer. XAEREY, EpeAd & RIFIIGEIZ AT, B T HA R F 8 S A R S

%1 4n moreover (Ht41) . furthermore (i —25) 1 besides ([FF )%

Table 2. Comparison of four-word bundles

= 2. HIAER I EE

Four-word bundles LOCNESS Students
Types 31 17
Tokens 333 167
Ration 9.30 10.17
Table 3. Comparison of three-word bundles
3. ZRiERITEE
Three-word bundles LOCNESS Students
Types 299 181
Tokens 4330 2160
Ration 6.90 8.37

4.2. WiELARS ZiRIAR G 53 JEATEL B

4.2.1. MiREARAY S SELER

A AR B BE R, R PSR R 2 (B 22 5% . M4 Biber FI70 RARHE, 7E51FR &2 JER X

R B R 18] 4 4 WIFE7R 1 PSR ZE AN [R 2850 DY 3 ] B 1 L 451

Table 4. Differences in the structure of four-word bundles

% 4 MADREHRER

Structural types LOCNESSS Students
PP-based bundles 10 52.63% 7 50%
NP-based bundles 7 36.84% 2 14.28%
VP-based bundles 0 0% 1 7.14%
Clause fragments 1 5.26% 0 0
Modifier bundle 1 5.26% 4 28.57%
Total 19 14

WIEFTR, BRENTEE R AR o bR S 2R B R A1 A 15 . BAS 18] %5 1 (pp-based bundles) 1
% 1A R 1 (np-based bundles) N EE Rl TR B . 3% £ S AR BR85S 1 TR U R 4544

A0 PU AR B EE R A AT (LIS 1), W] DU s 22 AR AR I A A b 5 BRE S AR A ],
HEL BB L, RHESA RS T EPRSA . T A4 00 566w T3 F i it is 515 i AR
BB, G itis necessary. it is important %%
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Figure 1. Comparative analysis of four-word bundles
1. MHiERAREE R 4R

4.2.2. ZiElajsR sy 2SR

I H AntCone BT EAE AT 700, 32 5 Won T EBR AN USSR Sy BRE 1) 22 AR 7E = 1a] ] B8
FA75 T B0 o W] 2 B, A5 e i F 0 =1 ] e v [ B 2 A 5 DA D B 1) 27 AR A5 B ) ) LA TR
A R DY AR P A6 F R DU A AN, X PR 22 R T AR R T D R A AR R . IR DLE R
T 1A S5 7 (pp-based bundles) #1144 17 45 i (NP-based bundles)fili F A1 A% T LLIEE N RFE 22 2E 4, EBRF
A A A 2B (1) TR B A P A0 2 0 ok ey T BB

40.00%
35.00%

30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%
BLs

0.00%
PP-based NP-based VP-based Clause modifer Lingking
bundles bunldes bundles fragments  bundle bundles

mOversea students ®=TB (LOCNESS)

Figure 2. Comparative analysis of three-word bundles
[E 2. ZiaiAREE R 4

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2025.137738 528 PRIE S


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2025.137738

Table 5. Comparative analysis of three-word bundles
F 5. ZURIARELR R

Structural types LOCNESSS Students
PP-based bundles 39 19.11% 39 24.07%
NP-based bundles 57 29.94% 58 35.8%
VP-based bundles 59 28.92%% 41 25.30%
Clause fragments 22 10.78% 13 8.02%
Modifier bundle 15 7.35%% 5 3.08%
Linking bundles 12 5.88% 6 3.70%
204 162
5. Wig

AT RIUTT o B, EPRFAAE S A A /18 615 25 (PP-based bundles) #1144 1) £ 15 25 (NP-
based bundles)id R KA T BHES . X —458 5 Hyland [21], KIHFR 5, A S 1E & LI 45
TR 2 A B A W FL TG . Hyland F8tH, S1EH “AiasiE + AEF0E” Maimertis 2 M 3L
W% (W a great deal of. a great number of). I i (41 the end of the. the beginning of the)%%[22]. X245
Ft Biber 25 NFR A “W B A s T Z5FIHELR " (extremely productive frames) [20]. #R1M0, AH# T BHEEAF
F, EPRFA BRI REIRBIX A0 RIAEVO U EEP I EEAEH . 1Ak, B bR5 A AR S 1 o S
] T4 FH 301 3 15 25 (VP-based bundles) i3k, 1X—45 585 Biber &8 A$E H IR —2[24]. i 1Fa i, 7E
B E RN B, 2221382 A R AR SRR B, IR R R n] Rl 43y B 1) R TR )RR AR S5 . SR
WA E S Be ST AR T, 2% 2] @ U B 2 A RS A B, R AR BRI A RS . R, R
EHE R E AT T — MBS IS, AHIEER ) S EREFAEZE, XHSEUAIE SR EE
A 45 s} 56 4 1) T4 B VP-based 17314 NP-based i1 PP-based ik, [Kitt, 1E# Biber 2 A il (A5
¥, FEVHFRSERRER R RIS, R i e £ IR LN N5 B [25]

SMERNFE

MRS, AP B eI R T REE#H . Ak, BEEFARER I a5 A S 1E
P H ) R AR B 2 AR AE AN RS 1S O s V7 22 [ s 22 A i FH ) s ] B 3R ILAE B A i) Beai) &,
T L B 27 A TR R Ik 6 H FR ] B P2 AR e (K T N A 7K. 7E 204 > TBs 1, DY a] iRl By i
(6 )N 1A Ak R, T =16 i S i) Efe i 3 7 29 A, S E ), ERAERES,
JUFA — R BRE S ARG i s - e 2 A ORI . X8 “R 77 R, 4
FERE SNBSS EH Erl AR N B, 248 FEA - HESHIESS AR TBs (41 “should be
made as shown in the figure” ) LA J HoAl AL & “1t” 2530 4 1rl 45449 (1) TBs (4 “it should be” , “itis possible™ ).
XL AR BAE TP AR S5 AT, (EARAES IS I SR IRmt 5 205 SEierh 1 DLE f0OGTE .

MRYEASRN[12] [25], FEEHESAE P AU BL H 4xia 5 (Target Bundles, TB) S % 5 4 —iF 5% 214
ERINS R R R R IO, Wi AR L AE BEE S AF o H IR UK 1) B AR RS B T 762 ST Ak
W LR, MIBEHMECL S A . R, AERIR B, BRSR TB R7ERHE AR B i m Al B, 2%
AEAE B A Hp A B S B A A X AR B, SRTTIX — I R AN R IR A AR SR S AR

RN TCE b 22 A AR L Gm U (TBY A R IR R, TR EFEBIE T MANE., ¥ 2m. S51F
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HEE OB T INNEZ ERN R, 156, FEESEPSHEH T TB (1 the development of the. is one of the)
AR GE R TT R E BV, AL RV A 2 O R 1 2 ) B BB B Al P . X SRR A
CHEM R BE S IR, SRR DUE N AN SR BN LR S R IA AT S5 o X PR AR RIA LR,
A BhAR ) “ZRIdRE SR I (teddy-bear principle) JEAT Al RE, R BE A m) T (6 FH OO 4R . mT bR v FH i)
HE BA1[25].

Hk, #o B bR AEEIREX VIR P IETR, A7 S 1R I 2 32 3l [l — S 4 A5 3 AR BB V2 45 1)
FRMRIBE T, FEE TR . IR XU HLEE AL S mE 7 FTREVR B DA AR A 9915 2 1)1 2k
IR SR 20 FERR I () P9 P R T RE S HR B CAR I N Ao I — S 2 TE R 1) 2 A 24304
PSS A, (HIhREM R TB, HEmsem S /E R s 5 2 Fe k.

i, —i& TB pysknl ge 5 2240 Hol FH DI Re A KA 2 2R[12]« W1 in the present study B% as
shown in the figure S22 R RIE, EERANFPEAFEEEH, BHEETRARHIIENEEZRS
YEFRRThAE, NI ARAG B . tah, BT TB IBH A IE R AR A A E R B, 224 iR
NECHRAI Bl B A, RIS Z B0 R = AL 2 o IR P IAER T35 5 i N IR 5 2% 2] BHUR 2 [
ZE5t

MAE T R T, SRS R (s 5 BAB G 1 &1/ 1 1, 40 such)7E HARE S /E /D ML,
AT g i EE T R B S [15] [26]0 BN, #8554 RRE S BB o BT 44 2 /T, T U
FJG BB X Ph 1 2 100 22 57 0] R Al % AR E A FH AR OC TB s B R AE B 548, AT 1) T J g .

UbAh, AREHFE R, B E R AT T 2 S5 R R TR, X5 Chen
& Baker & Huang %5 A A 57 45 5 — 803X 1T g S 1At AT 4 B 5 118 RIS 2R 3RaA Rk 7 [15] [26] -
SR, X — RIS H0 TP 45 R A —80 0 Hu 25 A5 Hyland $8 Y, 15 5 RE 18855 10 2 X1 3 S AR #
AXWRIA6] [23]. X —TFJE v Be-S5 A FIWF AR PR 777 L ZERA K. A SRS
EAVEATS fm FEAR S (I Th REFITE AT T HEBR, DAIRE G 32 U0 22 RS2 M [14] o X —$RAE SR TE T SRS R M
P, AT B TB {3 A 1% 100 5 Re A B A LS (1 5 Rk e .

g bR, EBRFATE TB A LA R —R RS, M8 5. SIERE. E5HA.
EHEIR KRBT EZ T AR R . KR T 4G € B 50k, WENEERMETE, LA
AN FEESETR TB ik 5 HE s A .

6. B4

AT FUIE BT TR BUA R K B ARRDRE, S B ML i PR 1] B = AR AR A 5 A i
M. SRR RIREBTI AT AR b, ASHITFUAE — @ RE I EAERR T IMARI IR 520, WY T 8ISk
B2, B R A BRI RN . FET7ERTT I, AW TO IR 2R iR N 2 EEREAT T IRE,
HEER T E BRI, RTT T TR BORSREIAA B, )RS M BUE T RS AL . BhAh, B TTIE R EL
L[] o 2 A T RO AR (R BRI R AROR I 2 20 v, [ B A W I siiod S B ) BR AR ACAZ, [
I AT BLIE I — EEREiR A 3RIL, SR R T,

AW TR R IR EARIE G B A ML RG U T LA E7R: B, W EEmERB iR 5T Loy
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