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On English Majors’ Vocabulary Use in Writing

Yang Yingying
(College of International Education, Shanghai International Studies University, Shanghai 200083, China)

Abstract: With the same topic as the writing prompt, this study aims at characterizing the vocabulary
use by the English majors across four grades at tertiary level in China. The results indicate that the
vocabulary type and family increase in accordance with the progress of language proficiency; the chunks
identified from Grade 4’s writing seem fewer than those in the writings by the other three grades, and the
most frequently occurring chunks may be affected and elicited by the topic prompt; among Gradel, 2,
and 3, the learners tend to overuse or even formularize some ways of expressing views. Comparatively,
Grade 4 learners display variety in their diction in that aspect; however, the accuracy and the
appropriateness in semantic and pragmatic use would still be problematic to a certain extent, which
somehow indicates a dearth of the width and depth knowledge of vocabulary in English learning.
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P AR 5 B S0 (G S MR TR RIIEG
FUAE) DL VR GEVEIh RS« #0015 J80RD 1] A7
2y W23 3 AN T B B4 52 MR L
YEE . fHiE Meare WIHfFR H, XFHHESE HREH 12
— AN AL P AT 27 IR 0 R B, 1 SE B R
ARG VE 5 A RE S HR AN A BT A A X
DLERL 3] Ay oy A 8 SR FIR PR 1Y, TG4 7 ia)ie
SR FL A ST i R LA A3 2 T ot R B, i
A, A IR AT R 45 R B , 583 TRTE ATRAMY
A& IR & DS R T e — N, BN
ALV AR HAR A 7 T, R R g iE
R, TV R AR U AR R RS i R N
s, Spedsk, BEETERDEIR R, IS
W HES T Sp e . Sinclair 11 Renouf 78k
B RHEF IR EER TR R AR, A
h SV B I H S AR s W R LA TE
T ] JE [ 0 A5 2K (patterns of usages) LA &
CATTI S 4 2 (combinations) . 7t EERE |, Bl
BRI B A X BT AR AT TR 1A
Al Prid i SR A A (G IR B 2 A]) , 45
A s, TR E S 2R H DU R R
SO, A RO ALy . BARRE# 2 T AR
% P R M TR A DA AT BT A R S
AHE AN REA R, TR “ AT/
(formulaic sequences) 21 i), i 5 & LL “ £ A Bt
(multiword unit) T 2 A A 78 Al 8, DL
ARTHAE PN BT PR 5 497 80% 42 75 U35 (1)
“Jilffg 4 (word combination) ™. Pk, 76 i
TV AT, SR Al 1) 2 gl Y 12— A
ANT] BRI
AW B AR T il Lok 2E 2] 3 — 2 U4
G [R]— S5 VE A P H R B A TR S 5
FRBEI R, HAE R EA SR A T B
S ST AE RN TR BRI« Tl b B L e
FFIE.

—. BRI
(—) #AZREm
WHEIFIT H 1, AFST S LERIZF LR FT R
(1) —Z 2 H LS A7 B
HIZRAF (type) FIFLEF (token) A5 TG 2557 ?

(2) 4 DML F AL PAER] AT ZE
ST AL ?

(=) iEH

AW PR TERER B T Bl R s i
Tl —Z PUAE G 2% 2] 0k R — T 5 (AR ST
ANMER BN 32 MFEA X L8275 F H i HE kA
FE B 35 73l A 5 8 T (A B ERR) IS5 4%
PESCHIE ( “Will phones kill letter writing?” ) % [
2004 FIIEANIIRFE R (TEMA) K EEINK, 5
YE427R (prompt) 41 F

Nowadays young people tend to phone more
often than write to each other. So, some say that
phones will kill letter writing.  What is your opinion?

WEAh, A T A GAEE RO EC, AR BT
W 4 v R 48 v 45 BRI X 5 B (British
National Corpus, fiifx BNC) e i RS M. %k
BHZER NI 1AL, B o AR AE T B Se i ik

(=) ERSFR

WG Rangel ke fh 2% 51 17 Hy L]
15, JIF A Wy BE 2 B0 R %K /F Antconc3.2.1 Al
Wordsmith5.0 iZE47$LI0AS 28 A1) 7T (N-gram) 251,
DL (L — 2D I 84 /34 . Range A 27 FHi&,
WA AFEGETRCFEEERNETFRE —. &
5 3 MR

(1) BASEWRDZ.txt g K% 1 000 4
1] % (word family) (SERRA 999 AMlf%K) « —A
AL A i S SLIRAE AR T TE L, 4 help, helped,
helping, helpless, helpful (JiH1, help J& =], H1[a]
AR, SRR TE LD o

(2) BASEWRD2.txt 47K H HIH%7 1 000 4~
BB % (S2PR A 987 MAK)

(3) BASEWRD3.txt tHE i A AN ] A 2 SN
e RO 2 25 BE O v s IR 2% RAAIL (acade-
mic words) , %] 570 >JEE %

AWFFUFKH Range K7 B AN RIAE R 22 213 77
PRV 22 57, 30X 2 SR i sk ) bl e 4] R A
i) HH BIRAASEFH PRI e (ke

Zs it EER AR
(—) FRERSIEEF IR ERES)

TG, Wik R 1A 4 AMEYIREA IR AREE
BT

gl NHLTF (tokens) FokRF, AERIM ) #H
FEAR RIS TR P = H e AR] L i (8 154 AN) 2 1 Hifh 4=
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g CReI AL DU4EZR 7575 4N) , HAESRTF (types) |, TU
TELL (1541 AN) Wk ek T oAb AR g, — AR RE LS
(1267 1) o FRUERIFFLL (SD. TTR) 7T, tHI2PY
YR, HoA 2 S d /) (SD. TTR brifE 2 8
49.99) . XYL, 75 AERIIF I B, ) 1A
TR ] BEAL T PUIg S K, A I 223 ] — 28 A
[ B, (HEI I T — @ MBS S22 A, 1Y
SRR () 2 AEVEAE X 7 T b T HoAb AR g, HLDY
SRR A = T AR 3K S T A )
RN G A B

R1 AN ERSERCHBA R IR T

Tab.1 Descriptive data for the vocabulary in writing

e il Gl G2 G3 G4
text No. 32 32 32 32
tokens 5564 8154 6794 7575
types 946 1267 1201 1541
SD.TTR 3408 3580 3640 41.26

standardised TTR std.dev. 54.40 55.87 54.17 49.99
mean word length

(in characters)

4.55 455 463 4.66

TR E 1 AT LA & AERAE Range 1] 3 )]
GE 45 R

65 5.67
60.71
sl 59.68
e BIL 51.4
ar -m— B2
2
X 3B} —A— B3
i —— NIL
2 22.14
152 18.18 '
150 : 94 1457
- 11.89
5 9.22
GITYPE% G2TYPE%  G3TYPE% G4TYPE%
25

B 1 4NERE Range HRIFMFP LT L HE
Fig.1 Distribution of the four grades’ vocabulary based

on Range results

HIE 1 wTLUE Y, 4 ADNEHAERIM 022
St 78 BL m i E— = g TR,
75 B2 4 L, 4 DNEEGS AT ZE 5, DUSEGNs =
FAt A2 A5 B3 Ui L, DUAEZ ] v 1 HoAh 3 4>
T XU, ARG 2 20 2508 T v A (K A 1]
A R, BT R R B 2 B T IR 24K

A — SEARAA] o

I A, R FEAS [RIR PR & E )
FAT AT 4 DMELPTA 7 R R LB, ANHEAR
BL, 4 ADEEYAE R AE AL i S B i A
ZE5¢. W 2 s

40
35l 35.87
30}
25} 24.62
N 20 2217
& 0F 20,
o 19.05 1734
15 .
—e— G1TYPE% 554
10 - —=— G2 TYPE%
5 —A— G3TYPE%
—X— G4 TYPE%
0
B1 B2 B3 NIL

!

2 FEHASAR T EFEREFN G 4 MERFAFH
TRy b
Fig.2 Percentage of types in each grade out of all

the four grades’ types based on Range results

Wi 2 PTG AR BL EANZI B, TR
AL A v T AR RS, — R T AR R
75 B2 XAMRME, “FERIROREF—E L% &
B3 L, ARG AR LE IR =, — R R
555, VARG B T RIS, AL T % 2T i
HERIRY 2o

(2) ANFRFIFRNRERFER

N T kb g 3] Al — AR S
HRTC IR BRSO, AFSAEH Antcone3.2.1 %) 4
ANMEGRIAE SCHEAT T 3~6 il (4 ] Jed B o ) e B
(I 2 R 2 et s Wi 5 R R i M EE B4R A
ST AT ERE AR AT B, A0 2~6 16
T B I g (A 26 43 0 T PR R Bl 2 81 3, 7B R
gEgLeh BB ORI AR, X 3~6
] ] e AR T 1] SR A T bR A AR B, DA
[P LT 45 2R, sk 2. 38 3 s

F3 2 F13k 3 T UL, {6 F4E T HE F 40 A1
W, IS SRR PR AR R 2 8% 3, 3 iAlial AT
Tl BRAE P 41 o 2 LA s LRI R DO R A
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F 2 3~6gram(f =2) EZEFERBTFREHIAE
Tab.2 3~6gram(f =2) frequency in each grade
per 1000
N-gram (f =2) Gl G2 G3 G4

per thousand words

3 189 195 167 125
4 85 76 67 38
5 39 32 32 12
6 16 15 14 3

%3 3~6gram(f =3) EXFERETRHIME
Tab.3 3~6gram(f =3) frequency in each grade
per thousand words per 1000

N-gram ( f =3) Gl G2 G3 G4

3 120 114 100 64
4 47 38 35 14
5 20 17 16 4
6 7 7 7 1

3~6 1] fRy i P ] HH DR A T HAbeE L. A
AR AT, 27 >0 H T2k i il g 2 (R im] R g
FERIL, ATRERMRAE “ RUE TR s mAE =K
PIIHIL . 2 A SR  TOB U ANR E I, ol T
PR i A A S A TR RS . R R, £
6 Al eI, A AR DR ARARAR, DY IR
TIPSR AE 3~6 gram HP BT )EBE R OKT)
1 T o XU, 27 2] 3 AT REIL A TR
AN IR LERR AR EE B EINIE T ME IR
Bl TERIK L S TSR O b, RIBEE
KR, AR 2 PR, BRI
6 i 1] DAL AR BN 2 S BURAR A LB (X m)
REAN 6 Tl TR BRAS B DA 5K 5 S A U A SE B
H RSB ? ISR 4 T A — g 4 A
FEYUR A I FAE 6 WA P ] B e

Fz4 6gram(f =D AEZFREFTRAHIME
Tab.4 6gram(f =1) frequency in each grade

per thousand words per 1000
N-gram(f =1) Gl G2 G3 G4
6 881 910 902 916

R, 8 b 6 i Hufd ]t — K3
I S IR A 2 PRl 3 RIS B DUAEZR
(2 1AL 6 ] ] B BLA s vy 1 HLA 4
oo VUSR5 S B ARSI e FEE D i (R T

A4 916 NP IE B I I T IA 3 ANMFE (—. .
ARG ) T 881, 910, 902) 5 {H Al FEIX BT
B A0 - A et R e A (AR AT s e 1
ARG o AL TR B R L M R S, Rl
R SE B UEAF ERAT RS SR 2 S 7K Tk
e TV RO, S T 3 ]V PR % R A FH AN ]
€, BB D—FRhn) R R P ?

T b RS 5 s Bt R B e DL H R4
7 ) A AR i TR R 2 A . AR
KPR BB REES T H s
(prompt) AH G IE, 2% A=A FH ] s Bl ] o i) 2 1)
R )R, A8 22 (1] Bl 22 SR TA W R R AL
XA VORI SRR IE . — g0
I, HAEM Ik J7 42 H | think, in my opinion,
| believe %577 2. AHLGENE, = WUFESHIL T —
LA 5 S A RIE , W TR SO R 1K B S AR XS

FEILIAZR B SRS DL T, S iE g 5 > # A
3~6 Ttk EAUREL, —E R U )
PE RIS, A SRR A MR IS,
WIAERITE N A, AR 1 think, in my opinion %%,
A FH At ) — 2650 7 e 32 5 (LR 00 Xf
FAEYH WM s I8 T AT T it

TEFTA A Sl 2o s R B v, 0% el e 2
I3 5l J2 think (93) , believe (34) , hold, feel (5) , 44 ]
thZZikH4 opinion(35) , view (15), LA JHIERIA
asfaras [ ...(11) o X TR RIA, [RFEY 21 HH
{6 7] T4 ] think, BZA1 opinion B S FKIA, %R
2 ) 2 WL B R A P — Se B 5 kB AR R
b2 Ah, WBB ERT , — 2 DU A R R B 1
7T, B B BRI o X AE SRR AT LA
PRI HE A 2 ) T BEAE S A o S i
(177 3T H MR, A 2 4 45 B A0 L AL
RIS BER B “ R AR R 7« B A R AL i
FE7 e M R k. AR, W
-4 W S 3K Beqa] AR B B AR S, AR A
U 1 SR Al A 24 A, A SURNIE HIARAE
ST AL, A I e 3R A 1 B R S
AR B P VC BB Y o 33X T2 AR AR 1] 15 1R 4
FCHIE FIRFIE o LUR 2050 4 ANMEGR sy )1
SRR VAN ER “think”. 4437 “view” LK F [
SELEN “as faras1...” WORYEXT LT,

B, 45 ¢ think [I&IX, 4 MERE ) F IR T
8 RS, AT 15 € 23S (I/We do not think) ,
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Tab.5 Statistics on opinion expressions in each grade

MRS v it Gl G2 G3 G4
think 28 32 24 9
believe 14 5 11 4
hold 1 3 0 8
feel 3 1 1 0
opinion 10 7 9 9
in my opinion 6 6 8 3
others (noun phrase) 12
view 3 5 4 3
in my view 2 1
in my point of view 2 1
hold the (point of) view that 1 1
a view that 1
from my point of view 3 1
support my view 2
asfarasT... 1 3 3 4
as far as | am concerned 1 3 2
as far as | can perceive 1 1
total 60 56 52 37

T M FRMATH 2 0 A B ) BARAE TR 5

BE 5 R0 gent, i ) s 7 S
B ESLARFISREWABL, B E A JC A
“I think” REIEW R, I AE Z 5528 — %
AR JUAS, U 3R 2 AP AE BRI
RS g ) 0,

X A B TR, Tl AR 2 % BNC K
R EE R (ALK 3 I 4) o Bl “MISC” AR ILAR
o AT HH AR LAE R b I SL R,
AT BRI S B T 1A IR LB

FHUE AT DL, FEARE A “1 think” 22 H BLAE 1
Tk, LT, HAERE “1 do not think” U
FEHIAEAAR SR . XU, 2 )5

2595.23
m Std. freq (per million)

44245 994 46

|
A B C D E F G

169.02 7509 54.79 140.58
N | .

3 BNC # “| think” 9% E

Fig.3 “lthink” in BNC
A.spoken B.fiction C.magazine D.newspaper
E. non-academic F. academic G. misc

m Std. freq (per million)

373
I 193 176
_-

4 BNC & “Ido notthink” $%E

Fig.4  “ldo notthink” in BNC
A.spoken B.fiction C.magazine D.newspaper

E. non-academic F. academic G. misc

VB S AE U SRR A, [ 2P
SE T LMEAR IS 45 10,

X F S Ah—AN i i “ view” A8, 75 BNC
FELRIT RS e, s 32 S HU A K2 “from the point
of view” (521 ), i A N2 “from my point of
view” (69 ), X E K 28 50 ) B A B
SR EREBIN . SRR, RPRIE
P EAREE A — B TR, &l 5 FE 6 s, §re
B3 T2 RSO, S 2 WA AL . (HI2AE
WU AT LA Y, o 2% 20 38 S5 B U 546 v A0
HJG#, 2R LA R G S BIE A, 5
Xﬁﬁwﬁ/ﬁ\%ﬁﬁiﬁ’ﬂ%frTo T T4t 45 R I

14.74
m Std. freq (per million)

A B C D E F

5 “From the point of view (of) ” #£ BNC R EE
SHERER
Fig.5 “From the point of view (of) ” in BNC
A.spoken B.fiction C.magazine D.newspaper
E. non-academic F. academic

241
m Std. freq (per million)
0 88 0.96
0.36
0.13
- B
A E F

6 “From my point of view” #£ BNC HAyEE
NHERER
Fig.6  “From my point of view” in BNC

A.spoken B.fiction C.magazine D.newspaper
E. non-academic F. academic
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“in my point of view”, 7t BNC "1 JL7-4kANFiX
R, B2 2] 2800 T Le )Y (X B2 A1 i) £7
eI BERS AT A

XA B AE ST L “as far as | am
concerned”, BNC {F £k 2R Hh & BLIX PPk o Aii t
PRAEHRAR. 2% AN BORI LB, Ad AT & B R 1 0]
H IR AR 43 ) /2 2.48, 1.38, 0.88 1 0.10 K. kL
A, XA IE A A T AR A A b A b, (H A [
5 ) E AR T AT R R SS , s X 4. T Y
SEL 2 2] LK “as far as | can perceive” 7 BNC
B ANIEAE T o “as far as | can” XA e[ 5 (150
T G5 AL W) 32 A iR R A (B 7 7.23
) AR (B J71A 0.52 1K) , 52 #8HL
PLJERT 5 AL 53 52 see (89) , remembe (31) ,
tell (26) , make (22) , recall (6) »

WIHTTIA, 7E VAR B AR, 2 R R ()T Bk
LA ARG T HoAh 25 AE 2, X o — A R ] g
2 B AR Bl AR 70k
FIEH WM AL, B T 2 RE e T
W BRI, XL SR B A TS T,
FR BT HAR R L, EPUFEZEIET
VESCHRIR B T i “1 suspect, from my perspec-
tive, according to my perspective, to my understand-
ding, it is unjustifiable and hasty to say that” %%—it
Kk, XLk —J5 1A LLE 5 X i s
P (4 F T suspect, perspective, understanding,
unjustifiable 55 gl IRRITE) H 55— J7 THIASHE K
L, ARk BB FA B A e R R RN S 1) B
W, fEARPAEERE T, ANfE{E “according to my
perspective, to my understanding” X FFHEHEL, 1M “it is
unjustifiable ... to say that” JXFff [ 5 4 4 2RIk
WL —Fhad BEMEAEAT T, 2% 20 58 B O i 1)
B 5 04 o 5 U IR AR A IX AP A TG . B A &
BNC 1] LL & B, unjustifiable 5 25 [ & 43 “ kAt
BUA . TS BRI B2 SR OGE U I RTE AT
FEBC, BB AR EL JFRAM “to say” HIFERC
T o IXLCHR U T 2 o R B AR A
JE DL B vE S FH AN AE

FHUER) L, ASBFSEH 2% 2 #3E BeA T B
FI AR 2 > ] M B A, iy S i B A 1Y
PTG SCUL S DB 20 ()27 20 o SR R T8 ) 27 >0 5t
FECY B TFERIEE R, HTERRE,
FRAIE AL W IE R P, HgE M2 75 ik

T 0) I () v AR AT TR PR AL, IR P &5
FNBR e B AN T ) L B AR AT A2 1 1]
ﬁ%[lS]O
IR IARAE SE T DA I LA ST A R

Liao A1 Fukuya PRI F0 I, v B 0 i 2 ) A7 AE ]
A SR T B O, BhiA v B [ S A
RGPS o 2% ) F AT AR BE ) fn) R
FIA L 5 AR 7070 548 o FH A 704 FH I g L 2R A ae
NS B G, JRRIR B 2 4R A ),
] 9 2 ) A e ) SR AN SR . 1)
PRIFFCRIN, 2 A R AT R A D H A b, KR
it e AT (AR AR,

N T

WG RKM], — DU > FH i 5E
P FEA R MR, BT 5 /KPR R 1Y
KEEABAE ;s HIE 4 DR R B AR (1
AR B - 2SR, B RR TR
S SIS T A AR AT S IO, e 2%
5 I IAT RSB 2 A LA . XA
FRETT S w75 20 3 B AR MR TR
27205 o BRI, 2 3RA T i A Pedt— 20 B AN
S RIS p0 e MRV SIS npslos2/
RAE By Sl A B s el 3 il A
M. XEERER TR A RKIE, H
RGN SE R 2% ] (A S D TEARIE IR ) 2
JE&, EL A H BUB R FA AL, 3 AT AR EERTRUR
s AT PV ISR RIREAAE T S8y i LR
PR R L

AW FERAINELEAAT— E MR TE, BATA
HEHA A 2 BN, R AT T
ez B e 23a - RIS Rl BE R AT R
TR A7 o Bl TR AR 2 S I — IR R AN
PR BRI XTI )t R TR AR IA N T 0
FIPERAER P, AT 3 527 >) 3 A5 100 5 AR RA 1 IE
SUPERIGRAIREE , BCIEA R 4217 1 s X
X AR i HEHTRE ) o AESE TE0 ] — S 32
(1 4 NEGERRPER MRS , AWFUAERE AR E
AAAE W JRBRYE, HJENAET AFEA R 1 AEA E
PR IR A, o6 T OB B i R B
XU AR EE AR B FL AR ) R/ IR ARORIR
AWFFURIJT T o

(N5 84 10)
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XL G C 2 IR AR EAE OB BE L ]
JBE 5 5 RS 2 AR 5 B G20k AR B
LRI, i Rk e SRR 1ok B A ROK
(M2 SOOI 32, DA (LA SR W R 15 38 B
[ 1G5 F S AR AR 5 22 R A AR ST
PR 3 HOIN AR RN SGE: o XA 2K, 4eidig
KM P SR, 54 R 20 R R AT 3L R R
HHHE” IR, R B S SO TR AR I
TEREHEA R

DL, AERYE B A VR — Pk 2 I s
Wk, JRE A NI B e Rk
(KR, FEE A SO 24 OB A Bl i
MM EAR R SR, R ERR IR LR,
Hh A ROBCRE R F 35N SO ke, D XA (1Rt
{EM A REAR B TR vk
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