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1 Fm
1.1 ABFFEDOE R

FHFICB N T, L E R TES EEMESH LTV DA, FE DB O3 SCREICEADY
REBREY A MIDRVW, ZRETED L HIZ IMRD #i& (Introduction, Methods, Results,
Discussion) D i L& E < T T 2 M E I Z < ENNTE 72 (Swales & Feak, 2012;
Glasman-Deal,2010; Waller, 2016)23, FEFFICHET L2 DICHLERRIAOY A IS TV
W, M5, Ry hTAB &L TV 5 The Academic Phrasebank 72 & 0 #3E K B4 (3000 7 L — X L4
VI FET 20, — R EFER L THOWOLNLIFHERIICHOVWTHHBE SN TWVWD DA T, FiE
DHIZBWTENRLOSEREANEDOE 7 varTEOIIITHWLN DT L ClEitdhn 2z
VN, T TAMIEIEL. FESE(EHEET)DREFERSICEB W THET LRICAE Y v a VT HE
REMEB ZTLRT D,

1.2 RFROBEROHE R
1.2.1 Ah—T7 5%

K7 valliFmonz BBt L5 —T L LA—TEHBTHAT v TIBFETDH, L—
TERERNELEVTHY, AT v T LI L= T EERT S 72D O BRI TH 5 (Gray et
al., 2020), B (discourse community) i, ZHHDLA—TRAT v 7E2ILFLTEY, i)
VERD D,

1.2.2 2 —RRFE

ZOMTIE, 2= SRR 2 FEEOEA TH D 2 — S 2R (corpus-based) & = — /X A BEH)
7l (corpus-driven)(Z >\ THESL L 7=,

I — R ARRFER TIX, top-down T, Z— "R ZFiE LB, BRIZBIN TV DHIRFIZEL T
BT — X 2R T 5 L AMICHIE 21T 5., TORBEMRFEL LT, ngram GEES) %
BT 2,

I — S ARRFERNI, FFE B O 3 — X 2B W T, B 72 n-gram & il L C & 7=, Biber et al.
(1999)1%, 4 DO SEFE RIS - 747 v a > - Hill - ZHH)THL o E B IAMICHW LT
W% n-gram % S #B KIS0 T lexical bundles & L T/ % L7, £ 7= Hyland (2008)(% 4 D D%
528 CTD 4-gram DEWEZHE L TWVWDH, 2L Z LIX, & 5 FeE D H P FEM TR E O &R
REZEFL WL EEENITRBELTND,

— 5 T a— X ABREN AR T, bottom-up T, I — NASH NS SERNEZ I TH Z & & HAJICHE
WEATD, TOEMELFIEL L TEEEEZEHBERE L Tarya— X274 VOBEEZITI,
A A= XU ATA OB EZBL T, FBBREETUVETZENATERVEHKETHD LD
St ARSI TE L, SR E LT, #l 2 1F Sinclair (1991, 2004)Tidk 22> a—x v
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A DBLEL % “trust the text”DAEFED b ATV, SFEITHETIE R AT AL L LTRE - A S
LTV 5% &9 % Idiom Principle Z &M L7-, Z i % F & S ¥ 72 Hunston & Francis (2000)(%, /~%
—VIFEMELAE L, SEARITIEREKB L L TR TE 5 &3 % Pattern Grammar % 25 L 7=,
S 512 Hoey (20051 E L ITFBEOIRBVOFER TH 5 & F9ET % Lexical Priming Z 28 L 72,
Bl Z 1, FEEOEZENI, THOENL, 77 A MXFTO L0 THELNLNIZE > TE
ItT2E0nH2LThHD, bbb, HESHOa— 22HEEL, EFEREOEEVEZELRT D 2
LIk oT, ZOHICRHAOERELBR 2R TE 5,

T— NAWEATIT, FEFHFO I =" R2 5T 5B, F—V—FNZHERTD, ¥F—U—
REld, 2o — RAGHREOHIZH AT, FFEDTF ORI R a2 — XA (FERI)ICB W THEH RICAE
WCHEENEWETH D, =V —RNEIRETHORBEZRLTEY, 7B LT THERD,
I NZRRAE T T — "N ANDOFEEOHEZ I+ 20, a2 — XZAWEHUTEF—T—F
Darya—F L AT74 L OBB(F—U—RKogh)yhro ¥ —rvZ2RHL, EREREZTLERT D
(Hunston, 2002),

123 A—7 a—RRZ L3 EREBROTER

L—T 0TIk, BRI RICESE FEDBHOROMN TH DL L—T L AT v TR LT
SNTELELPLENLDL—TRAT vy 7 THWOLN L ERMKRIIT oI S TR,
TP REEEIRDN, A—=TIZHESL a—=RREERT HZ L TL—T7 T L OFHEMNFE L LR
T& % (Upton & Cohen, 2009), AWFFETIL, HEMEEFIEFER L 300D L —7 a— N ZDINEZ
TV, n-gram & X —U— F9E2HWTLA—T7 Z L0 EMER LTRSS, b—T a3 — 2%
WT, AT T ICERIFBEORBENEHLNICT DI LT, 77 A NOMLE CTREORE V) B
72 % AIREME & 7R L 72 Lexical Priming 2 EZFECTX 5725 95,

1.3 A DK

2. AT OB
21 EREBROBIICET 55— 704

AKETIEERITNEDOE 7 a L DLA—T L AT v FHEB L, AW TR O LEELHER
I EI 72 12 DLA—T (B ar30)EFAELE, LPLA=THICBWTIESL—T N
EDOLICERSTVENIZONTIHEHLNIZE R TV,
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22 EREROBRICET 5 2 — R XH3R
2.2.1 EFEEBORILIZET % N-Gram
Salazar (2014)TiX, 1998 75 1999 I H Tl 4172 IMRD (225 < A [E 7R i SR 200
FE)EUNEE L, 3-gram 20D 6-gram A A L. SESOEBREEHRE T %A L 72, Saber (2014)TliX. 2006
x5 2009 IR T & 472 IMRD (2 -5 < B IR 5 550 3L 375 (120 T ak) 2 N4 L, 4 IMRD @
WHE Z 2 4 5 & BG4 5 Ep 3-gram 7> & S-gram ZflifH L7-,

222 EFEBOBIICET 5% —U— Far

Gledhill (2000)i% 1991 4F72> 5 1993 IR FI S 72 ICBE T 5 150 7 3G 50 ST E)% IMRD &
abstract = & (23— /R R Z RS L=, Gledhill 2000)iZ & Ao — 2% B Ha— 2L L, £&7
va vk oabstract DENENE R G —NAL LT, I 2FREEZHNNTEF—TU—FEZHHL
oo TOHX—TU— RO BLRAFACHIEGTF R EDaA Ly a—H VAT, VUV EBER(F—TY— Ky
FyL, EMERZTZEL TS, LLARNbE7 a0 b I0EMLL—T L a—x
A(L—=T a—= N2V EESTHZEETCRVFMRERRAOTBNAIRERICRDL EEXOND, £
Z "¢ Kawamoto & Ishii (2018a, 2018b) TlE 2013 42> 5 2014 1238 FIl X 72 6 IR 5 S 55 55 5w 5L 395
(K 140 Tt & 12 DL —TICHESNW I a— R 2 E2HE L, 2Fa— 122 Z R a— 2|2 L,
K h—T ZRtGa—s8A L L, Log-likehood ratio (LLR)DfEIZE SN THF—U — FZHEH L7,
LLR I WA 2 FRE L TRV a— 2% XEBETX LMt F15TH % (Dunning, 1993), H
HLEF—U—FRDIb1Iffoara—F A7 42 (F4510017) #8521, EREHE
Fhak L7z,

2.3 MEDOTE &L FRRE

AR T, EEEFRXOEMKRIZ TX LT REBT 5729012, n-gram & ¥ — 7 — Ro47
EHOAEGDET, RAMICOW L, n 0T 4 L L, FEF—U—F Db, BFEOEREREN
WHEH L, ZOHMBELTE, 21 TRLEELIIC, ZINETOL—THHTIE, b—T LR
TYTRHELNICENTELEZN, A—TRIEREDLIICER > TVLHIONIEHLTHL NS
NTWDERFEVENZ E28HIF 515, Halliday & Hasan (1976) Tl 4F(C linking adverbials 7% &
TG 5 L L. furthermore, however, consequently, next 72 £ 2% F T\ %, L L 25 OFIFID
LA—=TIZBTHEETHLNIINTWARY, RFETIE, £L—7ORIGICERTLHZ LT,
LA—TOBRIHALRIFAFHOEHZHRBTHIENTEXD LB X,

ARIFGETIELLT O 2 D& MREME E L TR E LTz,

(1) EBEEFEERLOL L —7I2B T 285 % & e 4-gram [ZA7 > ?
(2) KMEEFFEFER LD L—TIZBIT D AT v B L -f G 2 & e @M E£ BT  2

4



3R FE

3.1 T FIEOBE
UTOFIETERERSZFE LT,

1) 30 MERE D> &R E S 7z 300 7@ X & IUE

2) HATHFZRICHK S 12 D A =TI RS a— "R T — X Z {4

3) CasualConc ZH W T, &2ffa— "2 E2ZWMa— 2L L, FL—TEXRa— 2L LT,

Log-Likelihood Ratio (LLR)Z B H L ¥ — 7 — F U 2 k& {Exk

4) HFL—T7DOF—U—FU X bH bR A T

5) CasualConc % V)T, 4% L — 7 O EF] % & Tr 4-gram % & H

6) & L—T7 OF|F % ETe 4-gram BB L OO, F—U—RIJXNDOFFOa—FX L AT
R L, BRI LR

7) sl L7z BM KRB ORE AT v 7T LI

TFIE 6) LW FE R E () EIF % & Te 4-gram ([ZKHIG L TEY . FINE IIEHFEHEQ) A T »~ 7B L
EIFEELERBHICHIE L TS, FIA6) T a2 — S ZARFEARIZ, FIE 7)1 =2 — S ABEEH T C
FIZEM L TV D,

32 A—T DEREE
a—NRWEDOED L —THERIEE L2 R LT,

33 a—NRXF—H

A= RNAT = OMEER LT, MEEEITK 150 TRk TH -7z,

3.4 D OIS HEEFE
FIFILT X ATRIEINTZ 305 LN 2 KE L, SEEFMEIT -T2, 20 —FFRIX
79.62% TdH - 7,

4. FERA):XF—UV—FHH¢ *—V— F&& 4-gram
IMRD Dt 7 varZEic, 2OFKFEL—TD1) ¥—U—REMI0FEL2) F—U—FKDHH
DFEIF]E 3) ¥—U— R&EE T 4-gram Z R L7,

4.1 Introduction D ¥ — 7V — N & F—U — NRAIFID 4-gram
LLR DfEIC L W EH SN BAL 10 FEDO X — T — RiZAM1) [ S AM2) T1TAF%E ) (IM3)
[ARBIZE DR IR L TWi=, &IZ Introduction IZBITAHF—U— FEIF & L CTix.
5



however & most & often 7% IM1 & IM2 O ilj )5 CHERE S N7z, & ICEIF % & Te 4-gram ZfH L
72 IMI TIEHIEFR (is) &£ ¥ — U — FEIFI TH 5 most NIE T 5 (is the most commonly 72 £'),
IM2 T also AHLAESE T ¥ (has) & 4 % D125k LT, however S BLE (is) & i35 Z & 2V
XN 7= (also been shown to / however it is unclear 72 &), IM3 TIiZ here 1% we & BRI H D
ZEMH B MNIT o7 (here we show that 72 &), L2> L7 5, IM1 & IM2 TlE 4-gram & L CTHh
HT&ERhrolxX—U—REIFENRHY, aa—F 274 %8811, ERRBLEZTLET D4
BERbDDHZ LR LT,

4.2 Methods D¥ — Y — F & ¥ — U — FNEIFA D 4-gram

LLR Ofilic L HH &z BAL 10 FEDO F— U — RIZ(MMI) [ %% 0EE | (MM2) [ £ O Ff
) (MM3)fFEFH LR 1258 < BIFR L T 7o, IZ Methods 123517 5% — 7 — KNaEIG & L T, ElF then
METDOL—T7 THEZR I, MM1 & MM2 TiX, previously, overnight, briefly, subsequently,
twice Z L T immediately 25, MM1 & MM3 Tl¥, otherwise A% — 7 — KEIF & L CHER STz,
%R Z ST d4-gram Z I L7-, HRIEHEEZZENLENS83 LT, L6 —T7 CilER+%
EAPHMIZHO O TND Z & AMFE I 72 (MM TiX were kindly provided by, MM2 TlZ
was performed as previously, MM3 T|& was considered statistically significant 72 &), 7272 L MM3
T, FIF then 73 “we then calculated the” & we L I35 = & 3 HERE S 72, We & then OFH A
AOFICONTEFara— X o A9V EBETOIUNEERRNDLZEPHLMNI R, £
4-gram & L CHIH TER Do F—U—REGEALZH Y, ava—F 274 285810, EMK
BART o0ERNHDLZ LR L,

4.3 Results DF¥F — U — F & ¥ —TU — REIFED 4-gram

LLR Offilic L W HH &= EAZ 10 FEDOF— U — NIZ(RM1) [FEBRo AR - F4E] (RM2) 35
FER RM3) THEROMR ) 12 < BIFR L Tz, KRIZ Results [ZBIT 5 F—U— NEFE & LT,
3ODL—7IZHBOXF—U — REIFIIHER IR o7, (RM2 & RM3 TiX not ZHWBHILT
WA, not T xZE LTy, ) RMI TIZNEHZ K B BMF %2 R34 85 AR S 7=, RM2
TIECEAIZBLA % Al Fil (moreover, furthermore 72 &) & SCHIZ HLAL £ Fll 7 (significantly, dramatically
72 EY & SURIZHL 5 Gl (respectively) 23 ffEad S AL 72 RM3 T b CEHIZ BLAL 5 FIl 7l (thus, collectively
72 EY & eI B B EI Al (directly, functionally 72 &) 8RR S 7o, Fc % BRI % & Te 4-gram %
MLz, RIGBEETIZENEN 5,84 L L7-, RMI CldEfEwe & X —U— REGIOMAGDE, £
T2IE AR EF to & further & JRIEEN G DM A& DOHENHEFR S 72 (we next examined the X° to further
investigate the 72 &), RM2 TI(Z also / however / notably/ interestingly |3 355 we & . significantly |
WEFOZERELILE T H Z L AR I L7 (interestingly we found that X° was significantly

reduced in 72 £), RM3 Tl together / collectively / altogether (% 3G results / data / findings & i
6



L .thus / therefore I F 5 we & 95 Z & 23R S #U7-  (together these results indicate X° thus we
conclude that 72 &), L2 L7235, 4-gram & L CHIH CE o7 — U — FEIFADRH YV, 2
3“—5\:/23/(:/%%%]\/ @i‘%ﬁ%na j—ézgﬁ)&)é &%ﬁﬁmubﬁ_o

4.4 Discussion D¥ — Y — N & ¥ —U — FEIFAD 4-gram

LLR OfEiiz L 0 HH &7z EAL 10 FEO X — U — NiZ(DM1) [ E2R e F ) (DM2) T4 72 a]
REtEDZ L) (DM3) £ &0 - [RA - A% OREE] [T BEMKRL Tz, KIT Discussion (23517
HF—U— REIGE E LT, here P2 TDL—7 THER I L7, DM2 TlX, RM2 THiHd & 117z also/
indeed/ interestingly . RM3 Tl Hi & #1172 thus, IM1/IM2/ RM1 THiH & 7172 however b #EF8 S 7=,
KBICEIG Z & T 4-gram ZfH L7, BIERBEEIXZZNZERN 3,63 & L7z, DMI Tl here 7 F3E
we & By L ORI that N Ll 925 2 & 23 HERR S 472 (here we report that 72 &), DM2 Tld also/
& BLTESE T (been) THEATHFSE (has also been reported) %, also 7% we °HLIESE T (been) THFZEAE K D
B2/~ (we also found that 72 E) &2 /R T 72 DI TS Z & DNHER I L7z, DM3 TILi KA E
SUEELTWER, ¥—U— REGE &2 & 4-gram 1THH SN2 o7, & 2 THRIEHEE 2 B0
here % & ¥ 4-gram Z Fib L7z, FiF we & 3 %5 7, presented here T data < results % % [& &
fifid 2 2 L NHEFE I 7z (we have shown here X° the data presented here 72 &), L2> L7223 5,
4-gram & L CHIH TER Do F—U—REGEARH Y, ava—F 274 2881, EMK
BAmRT o0ERNHDLZ LR L,

5. BRQ:F—UV—FRIFEDaya—F U AL RATy XL 0ERMERORER

IMRD DIET DEL—T DAT v 7 DAT v 7 LREIGEOBZR NAT v 7T OEREROE
LB DR EAT IR 5T, LA IMRD DREZEICELHDELTLA—TERT v 7 ERERIOK
EBIREAT IR o T2,

5.1 Introduction D X7 » 7 L B 2 e EREKH

Introduction ® 3 DA —7 D 95 (IM1) [F R FH] TIL. 2 2D AT v 7 Z[EE L, IM1-Step(1)
[ R OMWR] T4 OEMEH DK EZ, IMI1-Step(2) [ ERLATHEOBRBE] T1HDOER
FHOFRETLR LA, IM2) THEITHFZE] Tid, 2 2O AT v 7 & [FE L, IM2-Step(1) ST HFZE D
SEMTIOODERKRIDE%Z IM2-Step(2) AT REDIRE T2 oD EMERH O FE % 5Lk L 72, (IM3)
[ARRFZEDEEIR ] TlE, 4 DO AT v 7% [FE L IM3-Step(1) [#FE5E8 - HRY) T1 >0 EME
H#, IM3-Step(2) [HFZEHRF ] CT1HODEMEHROFE, IM3-Step(3) [ EARMEFE] T1HOD
ERMERHLOFR, IM3-Step(4) [ FERFER] Tl1OOEMRIAOEXRL IR L7,



5.2 Methods D 2T v 7L EIFZ & BRIFEH

Methods @ 3 DA —7 D55 (MM1) HFERNEORE] TIX, 3 POXT v 7 & FEL,
MMI1-Step(1) THFIEXFRDOANF] T2 DOEMEI DKL, MMI1-Step(2) THF7EXI G D (] T 8
DDFEMERIOKZ  MMI1-Step(3) MRS ZRDORMFE] T1 OOEMEKHOEKEZ TR LT, (MM2)
(BB O FRE] TlX, 220A7 v 7 %FEL, MM2-Step(1) 28 FiE] T8 DO EREKIH O
F k. MM2-Step(2) [HESL L72fFZEF1E] T3 DO ERMEHOEX AR Lz, (MM3) [HEFHLE |
T, 2 DOAT v 7 %FEEL., MM3-Step(1) [ EBREE L M RBEDORE] Tl OOEMEHOE,
MM3-Step(2) [T —X3#7r] T4 oOEMEHRORZ L LT,

53 Results D X5 v 7 LRIz &L ERER

Results ® 3 D A—7® 55, (RM1) [EROHER - FiE: TIE, 3 DORT vy 7HRE L,
RMI1-Step(1) MFFEHRIDFLIR] T4 SOEMERBELOFRZ, RMI1-Step(2) IR T 1 DDE
RFHDOF %, RMI1-Step(3) [HFZE T - FIEOTR] T3 o0 EREXBOEKZ TR Lz, (RM2)
[EEBRAER ] T, 3 20A T v 7% FEE L, RM2-Step(l) [EHELFFEDOERTR] T1HoOEME
Bl A . RM2-Step(2) BN « XFELAY R ZERE R ORR ] T 6 DOEMEH DK %, RM2-Step(3)
(BT — 2 OR ] T8ODEMRBOREZLIE L7z, RMI)FEROMNTIL, 2 5A7 v 7%
[ L. RM3-Step(l) [fE5HED ik T 4 SOEMEHR DX %, RM3-Step(2) BRI D 307 |
T3ODEMKRIOREZFLIE LT,

Frit X< HEHE LT, RM2 & RM3 TIERAIFAZA LEHICH WL L XTIV B L 5T A
T TNERRDIEEWHLNI L, SHICHEHDOAIFENS RM2 & RM3 DIZEDICHVWLR 5
A. RM1 & RM2 £721X RM2 & RM3 2B SEEINMHES AIREMNH D Z & 2R LT,

rmll

5.4 Discussion D A7 v P LEIF Z e ERKE

Discussion @ 3 D A—7 D 5% (DM1) I ERWFZEFMERE] TiX, 2 2ORX T v 7T EREL,
DM1-Step(1) TEATHFFEDOMER ] T2 DOEMIRBELO KR %Z, DMI1-Step(2) [ FERFHERDOIER] T
3ODEMEBBORAEFLIL Lz, (DM2) TEkx R A[REHEDE L) TlX, 4 DDA T v 7 ZFE L.,
DM2-Step(1) TEATHFFEDIER] T 4 DOEMKRBELO R Z | DM2-Step(2) H57E D5 F D 27
T 6 DOEMERELORZ  DM2-Step(3) [ R iE DFE R D | T 6 DD EMEKH DK % DM2-Step(4)
[H D ~DRE] TS ODOEMEBEOREZTIB LT, DM3) [E£L 0 - RA - SHDOREE]
T 220 RA7 v 7% [EEL, DM3-Step(1) [FE R D EHK ] T2 2O EMEREL DR % | DM3-Step(2)
kEE] TlOOERERBRORZTE LT,



6.8 %
6.1 EBEZEFERTICKIT HEIFAOKE

AKHFFETIE, CNETLA—T AL LTI R o A—TREOENRY 215 T
12D AT RICE SO TRIE ST 12 O L— 7 % IR E ZHGEHR S 300 g D L— 7 =
— N2 EHEL, BFEORBEVEHALNILE, TR 22 a— 2L L, HLH—
TICHFHICEE R =V — R bX—U— REIGIA M L7, WICEIFZ 5 T @ R B o
RHRT 27010, A—T7 D EICF— U — FEIFE ST 4-gram 4 L72, L2 L 4-gram (25
WTHIH CTE o eFdF— U — RRIFANRGFELLE, T2 TCHF—U—REFHOay a—F X714
VEBSR L, arya—F U ATA VOBBRICEY 20L—T BT AT v TICBESR LR
Z@ e ARt 106 O EMERH OFK % LR LT,

WIZ, RIFFED SFEFMEFRICOWVWTE &7 %, Hunston & Francis (2000)? Pattern Grammar C
45 - B - BhEE o EMEHR LR L TEBY, AEICEL TERTETH o7, KIFRIZT 2
A NOFPTCORGIZELERREAFTLAELZATHETHD, FLEKRBICRIFENT 7 A FTO
N« A—T TONE - LXFTOMBEIZL > TEHEENELD Z L EFAR Lz, i Hoey (2005)
PDIRET2FEOHBTOIMEICL > THORBEVNEERT OEERMEE SN D L LT lexical
priming Z#EHA L TWb L 525, RZICRKHTLT & RIE, AMF% CTIiX, Halliday & Hasan (1976)
LLB# linking adverbs (however X> moreover 72 E)N LA B &EI L L CHEH SN TE A, RM2 T
interestingly <° importantly 23 LB ORI L —T 2 B EE N D L 2B L2 LT
ORI

MBI, RFROMBAREZERD, a—"NZAP A APRKRETIVIERENVIZEFHESAY — %R
WCTEDRED, I RK&ELa—R"2aEEHRT D EnROLND (Baker, 2006), F 7=/l % & e
EMEBBREFERLIEAT v T HBR LR, BITMRETHLNICSNTWLIETDAT v 7 &5
BLTWLEDTFTERY, £2ZTa—"ZA5%OREL LT, a— AP AL X2 K& LoD,
NFA AP D MFICER T2 28 T, ERDIEMEBRCAT v 7ORBNTEL I ENERLN

=

O

)

o

6.2 BE KRR

FERFITEEERINICHBEIAS L2 EEONNTEY, UVKLFEUCRBELTHWDL Z ERHERINT
VN5 (Hasselgr, 2019), AHFZE TR LIZERMEH O RITERBIRO ATREM A LT 5 Z LN TE 5.
KB, AR TR ULEEMRADORIZFGLHEDOFIT LR LI ENTHRTEL, 2OL—T
BT DAT v FICESSKEREB O Y A ME, 5 F TDiEEY X I(Coxhead, 2000 72 L)X ¥
IO NICEANRRAZRBRTETCND, 58T, hONFICEITHEMEBRY 2 FOEK AT
AV AAN
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