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Abstract

This study investigates the types, causes, and improvement strategies of verb tense errors in high
school students’ English writing. The analysis draws on a corpus of 1800 English compositions (900
narrative and 900 argumentative essays) from five parallel classes of Grade 11 students at Chongqing
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Wanzhou No. 3 High School (n = 300), five parallel classes of Grade 10 students at Minquan County
Senior High School, Shangqiu City, Henan Province (n = 300), and five parallel classes of Grade 12
students at Guangdong Experimental High School (n = 300). Employing composition analysis, ques-
tionnaires, and teacher interviews, the findings reveal that tense errors primarily manifest as: tense
confusion (accounting for 42.3% of errors), mismatch between time adverbials and tense (31.7%),
and subject-verb agreement errors (26%). Key contributing factors include negative transfer of
mother tongue (Chinese), ambiguous grammatical concepts, and insufficient instructional feedback.
Based on these findings, this paper proposes strategies such as “contextualized tense teaching” and
“graded error-type training,” providing pedagogical implications for English writing instruction in
high schools.
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Table 1. Tense error types
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