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FEACRF R LA B AR HEAML 18 3C, B0 DL AT
IRRIUESE DO S o AN U/ S L b {1 S 2 /T
U, ARG P e TR AR T 9808 % L ASRE
M SCETE D IR RHIE

1 SCHER B IRk HE

H Biber( 12815 22 5 )" R LI, [H Py 4h
A K F AR AT o TEESL, Biber H57
T Z2YESE/ ZHFIE(MD/MF) BTG H D3] A
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FHE 54 i ELE R AR 7 . Lorenz
VB EEE Y 2 2] 8 BAE PO R so A%
1] because [1 78 A5 . Nartia & Sugiura % Ff
FE FE AR FH Y of course (7R A RE A & )
1T B TR VETE A H B BEE R 2 ) BB VR
FI' . Granger J ¢ T 938 BB I % D %
o RN AES T think” fRHBEE ™ o 76
W, B s MD/ME 1Y, (L 58 38 R
SRR SR ) A LOB 15 RHE Y HE 715 5 A8
SR . AR IR SGE S /N Z HILE D3 F1 D4
FEABEER AN EAREE S/ N HE
B R H S HAURTEEAR . D BoR A
Biber (i) MD/MF Hi38, W42 [E] 2 4 A 9 [
FAAESC, R I R A AT AE SR B 2
TNFRAR) TR R R % R A 2R, i 56 R
A B 2 5 K OCE because 5] G ARIE M A | that
g1 558 1 A | that 5| 5 52 15 M A U8 AR 14 B
i, Chen 138 T & 1 2% 2 & 76 5 1 Xt
besides H LT 4] 8 B G L SCRK DY 45 L
B E R A G TR N BEE E TS — AR AL
$(1,me, my, mine, we, our, ours) .55 — A FREA
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essay) 5 I/N iG] (just, really ) FIH] i) (kind,
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HEFFHE?
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ke tt 27 BEE a2
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FEE N APIEEE 5 AR R B
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F WordSmith Tool (7.0 ) flit F1 1 - AiE 1] 1 431 45 ¢
THIFR AR AR G TR S AL AT, ] SPSS S i 47 %
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Bl S g FE T h
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FCAEPG A TE AL 2 114 Ji G 450 25 0 AH I 179 15 B 3 2
170 REESTILHATHE L) Excel HLFRARIE AR
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TEMOCHETR A R I, FoAT 125 FE 37 70 Ak 7]
FTRE I AIRAE A AR R RN o ITER R
look like B}, 47 fs F “look | looks | looked | looking
s like” VN G5 IR LUAR DR BEAG 2 B T A 75 &
SKIIEEE L IAT . B /m) 745 e Rl 1) though F141)
THEIRTE And Fh, FATRE: T A HA T3 19
KREHNEIEA,

2) F TIEGIAS A T A i RRAE 18] 300 1) 15 45
LT, AR 1A BEJE AT HAH B AE T D AE Y 2 2
1o LATEFHIETR like S0, B AEAE 5T h A ]
HE L FEEANS IR S RE . TEARRGETT I, BT
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YL AT

3) Ry T ORUEAS [ J2E 25 1 18 126 il 46 2% )
TR AT FOPE B G 2R ) 3R] R 3R T A Ak
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(R EBRHEAAT AR HE AT A, IR HAE AN [R] 7R
BRI A A 3 25 e o L B L A
TERFETRITE TR h SR R AR S5 1ES
PR TR RRAE ], R 1 05 6 36 0 R i R A5 0
FHEGTEAH L ARHES T e R R AL A A
mpLe b H
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6) i 3 TE R 2R LA S A i) Bl 18 SO AR S
BB, X ST A A0 57 8 AL BT OE BARTRA
AIFRTT , LA T M 3 26 11 T AL 1) 76 A BL A5 18 Hh
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3 HR5iTiE

ASER AL A BRAG -5 2 A LUK [l 2%
F— A, RJE AR RS CMLCD
H AR AE T A D I LU B9, 1 ik 100 TR R Ak 3 7
) B FARR OGP R L, LA 12550 =
AR
3.1 AMEEREBFENIFBLEE

i FEEA RS TR 28 2500 R o
BT EAR G PR OIEACR RS LI R o A
TEORLZE MR RS WL 1

®1 AREFEFEEENBERRYER

R ARG FHEE
T B 300 100
T4 ( Tokens) 104 057 94 415
FAFHL(Types) 9104 9272
TR/ JAF L (TTR) 8.75 9.82
FifE TTR 48.60 49.00
B 5.15 5.33
SRR 21.60 26.28
TR A 346.86 944.15

F 1 WoR, AR G5 E O R K (346. 86
Tokens) H2f 4518 (944.15Tokens ) SR £, H
FEGEN 36.7% . HARELAT/ 4% 1 - 110
KA AR AR 22 3 4518 %, X Ul AR 2515
TEFHA Y 1E 2 (formal ) 2 B A7) 52 J% i 45 J7 1
B A TR A, R A 1 P AL
3.2 AR EIEDQEXEFED(

TERER R TR, 16 24 D B ER T, A 5
NTEPATERHE AR 3L, T B REhRE 4
HAFFERENAZ I (to my mind, from my point of
view, it seems to me) 5| /MG AL E W A (T would
like to / want / am going to talk about) FI7EA] AR F
iki2P R (though) , PRI TC X He 43 #r . RO
R AR, FATT SR T TER AR iR
FRKT 5 4 45 18] 301 ( thanks to, that/this is why,
look like, by the way) , HAt 15 4> FHERIHH ] T
P TERHEE R 0T R LA, DIRFEAS RS 1R v
AR R BRSO, TR I 2,
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x2 ABGEMEELERERTGITR(1S I)

s ERETRE 15 ABEEEF/10 T SEEESERS/10 7
1 BE like [E] % 32 35
2 s0 202 40
3 R because 95 100
4 LRI L like [C] * 36 19
5 o And 120 24
6 A besides 40 1
7 TR AEI I think 7 0
8 really 19 6
9 FIk vl e of course 10 17
10 e vk absolutely 10 2
11 maybe 12 1
12 SRR thing 19 7
13 Fd 5 H first of all 24 1
14 5| RS E S say 20 22
15 MERE AT 44 845 all in all 14 1

Bt 15 660 276

T RAPARA S %7 PR S EE BTEA. POA like fER AP B 2 U, 0 AR A R R RE S RE . O T3 SR 3R IA FR SCAGE
TP FEASCH T like [E]7 A BHE” DIk, JH“like [ C]7AAIIL" LLATFIXT L DhRE

N 2 AFH0 ASRLEE TG SR 660, ¢ TRIITEARL S 1 vh i 88 FH A I B2 8051 i ok
SEERUN 276, W WAR TARLE, XU 5% 1o HIEHRFAE 1A so, like, and, besides, T  think,
BEETEAR LG, AR A5 05 R B BB W 1B ey really , absolutely , maybe , thing, first of all Fl all in
fEo AFAMEES AR, ZIA 11 45 &, all ZEAREEPEGEA] T X 11 A3 Y8 H]
A4 DR (EARAR T, ZamkmT WA 5 Lorenz, Chen Fl Paquot (1) & B W)
ABIEE) o TEILIE 1T L AR R ATRA T think S 1 o ik — 5

Bl 12T 15 AN HERER A I EA Ui,

BHETE N B 5T LA R . TEE 1 rh X sk

A1 AFRLEERFHEEDELBENRE(T T H)

2 BAPE G A A HAERHAED T think  BHE5TE R BIIEETIE T Paquot 1R B, Bl 14 F
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T R, YRR ST, 339 1 think 7]

R A B K R HHIE o

B 2 1 think f&£ A4}

43 B CERHEBRCR T RSt 4
IR KBTS SRR 2 5 R

L35 09 iE R L IAT

BRI, 78 0.05 (1) 8 FHEKE | AR5
FEPH I 1 T AR RRAE

®3 ARGIFEMZEEEDOIEFHERMEFHTREE

Numer of obs=30R~-squared=0.737 8
Root MSE =33.464 5Adj R-squared=0.456 9

Source Partial S df MS F Prob > F
Model 44 118.6 15 2941.24 2.63 0.0 394
dum 5386.8 1 5386.8 4.81 0.0 457
s 38 731.8 14 2766.557 1 2.47 0.0 510
Residual 15 678.2 14 1119.871 4
Total 59 796.8 29 2 061.958 6

SRFEILRE R, AT 0% 10 pregag it 10
MRS TERRS H AT T RV R, Hor gl [a]
BN BORHEI NN : (1) 2 A UL, IS4
BT & T B E RN . SR S5
BIGAR A O, AR A SR T think” “ In
my opinion” XK, (2) 244 LU, fh HidAg 2
ARIESCEVEEM L3S SCUR RIS 43 5 1 N A
[F] L HARTR, SCRE S IER— i HiahiE S 8L
LR = ARRS , SRR It 25 i 1428
it —Seg A (H B 2 S i 0 R S Ay
Ho ()2 EE, AHBE 300 ~ 500 ] () /ME Gk
AFLL, 5 3 000 38 DL S SCIRA AN . B
YRR Z T, B LI 5% e 2 {5
TERHER A R AP S SR, (4) Y0 ) s AR 4
JEA IR IR RS SO B, A T, Bl HAR
Z IR It U SRR B A o, N RERD R i
LT R — AR RS, B BT, A
CALARTERE . (5) 24 [n] B Bl 152 SCHk 5 e e DLiE
SCHR ELASE 2 A G, PR A Al 8 S i 2 2
WF L\ IR K fth R T 10 R A A S Rl
WSCREARSE AT ST, A5 2] A SE U SCHk A
F, AN AL
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AN B Z IR E T F AT, 27 A 3 ol e =
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GRUA S e TR R S TR R
3.3 OB ERELZREE M

g —A-m@ & 5 CM . CD M It, AR5 15
H XL B RHETRIRIUE 4 AR 1, AR fbia 4
JEEMEN? B XA, AT TR E AR X 15
A ERHERIFEARLZS T (CM AT CD H R

2 4 150,16 15 A OERHE IR A 11
TR I S 0 R B R A A 3 IR ek IS
W TS H BRI R IR T R Ko R
K5 CM AL, CD A i (H S5 AR 4518 A T,
CD 2RI TR, MBORE LI S50+
WICH L, CD i3RI E T 3 29042 {1k iR 2 HR AN
Ko XATRe HIEREANE KA X, Eitk 4,38
MIEIRER BIA — 5 5 R R AR 3] 5 AR AN [R],
U AL A B R b ER. Zadtt
IR, AT X AT BRIE A TABIR ST, TGt
WIR R 2 SR T L Bk S 5, v A - AR A i
SR 3 S ARG R ) SR B3
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412K like[ E ]2 5147 AT LIOAIIE
F4 ARGEIE.CM A CD FOBERATRRTHIER

(BAL:+7)
i) 5 AREEE CM CD A
like [E] 3171 4175 4241 A
50 201.81 70.31 42.86 N
because 94.18 57.83 67.45 N—
like [ C] 35.56 13.20 17.02 N
And 119.17 55.19 30.35 o
besides 39.40 21.12 18.01 Y
I think 6.73 1.20 0.00 AN
really 18.26 9.84 5.22 AN
of course 9.61 6.48 3.06 AW
absolutely 9.61 2.88 0.36 Y
maybe 11.53 2.64 0.81 Y
thing 18.26 11.52 5.85 \
first of all 23.06 7.20 4.59 Y
say 19.22 0.48 0.99 7
all in all 13.45 1.20 0.27 A

e R TR T BRI e T FOR SR
et

K 4 B 0B ML s A B 25 1 A 38 ST
(CM) Fi 1383 (CD) v B A IR AR Ak 1Y 5
A A g /4 R = 4o it R T ARRLSE
W A A A SO R AL R AE TR ) A 1 AL A
2, ACERAR G E BRI 24t FE W L
#B , AR A8 SO AL T ISR AR AT 138 3¢
FHEACRRETRDTCR (AL F a3 =426 43
it B A 24 2 B B KR e, e AR
SCHUA B FRAE ] SR AL TR R, BRI
think (F/R N ANEIL) 7R e o sk,
HA 14 A RTIE =B E AR B T

225 WoR TARES1E . CM A1 CD R 7k g4
o HHEBEN 34, RIFE N 2.925 E2, /0 1£.000
KPR RER . BT O IR OKAF-.05 1%
BZ . 15 D TBRHE R AEARFZE T 1200 %
11,604 0E2, &2F CM EH55% (1.273 5E2) H1 CD
A (1.199 8E2)

B3 A#HLiEF A LIKE[E] A k3] R e HEe & 7147 (hAE)

B4 15 A aE4Fiin e AH i

\CM Fo CD #8433 e (242 + %)
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2020 4E45 12 %

x5 ABLIE.CM A1 CD h IEFHERMF A HRKE

Tests

Chi—Suare
N Mini Max Mean Value Asymp. Sig.
Deviation df
(2-sided)
ARGEE 15 .00 703.13 1.604 OE2 225.51 963
CM 15 .00 674.46 1.273 5E2 193.44 309 2.925 E2 34 .000
CD 15 .00 596.71 1.1998 E2 171.25 943

X BT R G SCRK T S AT R B 45 o
RN/ Ve WL ( B AURE AR Bl
AR I 8 (R — | ARG A R
= DARGE AR ) FE R S35h, B A
LK AR R, AR S 1 e T 5 2 A
AR L CAWL) , 55/ fff 14T 5 ik 38 3% 3 1
(GSL)'™' AHFsey e T ik —Bhsishie ik —
TR, e ) FE AT 2 AR
Vel T 38/ FERETT . 454 Shaw &
Liu (5 A B ( iR HAERIE H 2 S ZiRS
TR B R YD) ABRITIESE T X AN4538 , B
TARKAP G AR A AR SO A R
R T R

4 Z5iE

ARSCEET HAERE , R A TR A B A A
25, XU Ll AR EE A8 SCEE TR /Y H i A iRl
FREUEAT 7000 . B8 R B B 5
ANEELE I
41 FERM

HYENEE R FARR S EM L, 9
TV AR 5 18 SCEETE A AAFLE HE A IR T4
fE T AR LR . AR 8 SCEE 15 A A
TR SCE R A H T IEE AR R &, BAE
o B RN ARAE 2o 3 AR RS |
Y like” 20 H L S W AE O, BDREE iG] &
KP4 B G R, FRATTHEN X NS
YEE R TR SCEA BN T, B 3T Like 5] H: 4]
R SCHE A SRS T B, s S 1R H K
AP I R H
42 FBR

WTARHERIS SCEAREEA WL iG]
TRIEIG , FRATTN 2248 55 2 W] il e 3 — 52 i)
oMb SO ) A R, H M RS H
INF e BE A 2 AR TR R R O R R, B
[ I B 6 1B e Y R 22 AR SR 3 /) 2
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ST 22 AR AR AT RS FE o3 B, AR 51 3k 2 A= 1) g
JETEAL . BOME 2 45 2 AR PR AT S s, I 51 =
AR SRR RIS SCHTTA AR A BRSBTS
BB SR < [ AT SE B, A7 KR
R (Z 1A 8, D i) ) 5 O AR ) S BF
1 H TR R R B R OCHE . Rt TR A
B M AR A R SFTE I RE . P AR
TEHA BN E R BT S, B LA B T o > 3
SFRTE S 0 AR AR . BUTE RS
ORI 12 B RE LU B Mo B 454
BRSO, DR AR PR ROAR I ™, 2 A 2L
AL N ST A B E s SRS B ok
Z MBS AT SR 1 RO, 7 e 1 S e
P TR R ATE BN, SR AR REE R R T
LN

HI T BRSSO TE R R A AN,
TEAT I 25 &I, BT fi TR CM AL CD 3040 2 Al
R SORE R SCE Y, AN S A5
(1, X LR AT REXS HIF TS 10 17 BE AORE 7 A — i
Wi o PRI Ja AR IE YRR A IR R
EXS FETERL R Tt 10 S B, Ao m] LA
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Research on Colloquial Vocabulary in the Conclusion of
Undergraduates’ Theses of English Major

ZHANG Jinfu
(School of Foreign Languages, Jiujiang University, Jiujiang 332005, China)

Abstract: Based on self-built corpora and Sun Yazhen’s data, employing CIA approach, and taking the
twenty—four colloquial items identified by Paquot (2010) as theoretical basis, this paper explores the features
of colloquial vocabulary in the conclusion part of undergraduates’ theses. Results show that, on the whole, the
characteristics of colloquial vocabulary in the conclusion of undergraduate’s thesis are obvious. However, it has
decreased as learners’ L2 proficiency develops. This study has provided some references to the teaching of
undergraduate’s English academic writing, the compilation and application of teaching materials.

Key words: undergraduates’ thesis of English major; conclusion; corpus; contrastive interlanguage anal-
ysis; features of colloquial vocabulary
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