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1 Fm
1.1 ABFFEDOE R

I ST F W T publish or perish” Ga XL ZEL NPT W T IT 2 EDLIN)ESDLIIZ LD TLLR,
AL R CHE S EHEENRE L TS D, FFESE O SGRICHEICENNZ2ERBE Y X MId
WV, ZTHETEDL D IZ IMRD #i&E (Introduction, Methods, Results, Discussion)® 35 i 3L %
ELI T oM EEESZ < E0NTE - (Swales & Feak, 2012; Glasman-Deal,2010; Waller,
2016), ZNHDOARIFHEEZ v a v 2B EOICKLERaYRLCHEMBENEH SN TV DA, EEE
WCHET LD ERRBEOY X MIRRAI N TR, i, Xy N TARITWS The
Academic Phrasebank 72 & O 3535 F B4 (3000 7 L — X LL F)IFEET 208, — MR HEEEHR T TH
WHNDEMBRBUIZOVWTRHMEINTWNDLIDAT, ESTHIZBWTENLLOFHREN ED®
7varyTEDEIICHNLNENICE L LB e, & 2 CTARIFZEIX, F57E 0 B LR )
DFEFERSLICB VW THET IS Y v a VIR BEREMERR 2 LR T 5,

12 A EOHBHE R

FRENHORERICBWVWTHET LIRS v a VICHEREMEAZTLRT D702,
FTKE I Va v OBEBREENMET DL — T oW 28l L%, EREHZEMHRIZLY T
B D= NABIEDOFIEICOWTHMBLIEL, €DK, WMEZHE LSRR L —T 5 Iic ik

DL A= RAMEEI L,

1.2.1 A—T7 5%

K7 vallidmon ez BBt L5 —T L A—TEEBTHAT v IBFETDH, L—
TERFEMRMELEDTHD, AT v T LR LT EERT DO BIKHIERK TH 5 (Gray et
al., 2020), H P54 M (discourse community)id, THHEDLA—T AT v 7Z2ELFLTEY, TD
HHFZEMIZBET HIIEENSICEILERNDH D, DD, FFESE OHTHED DI
ZTDORHDOEXY I arDLA—T AT v T EERTILERD D,

L—=T 0. BESHORGER L EZHELBIILERE Y a om0t d BB L Lz A
— 7 (move) & L— T H BT DHAT v F(step) T EMNICHLNIZLTE R, LLRRnL, A—7
FLEREDLIICER S TVDEINIZOWNTORRIBIE I TR,

1.2.2 2 —RRFE
ZOMTIE, 2= SRR 2 FEEOEA TH H 2 — S ZREEE (corpus-based) & = — /X A BEH)
Al (corpus-driven)|IZ DWW THEEL L 72, 22— R ARGERT 2 — R 2 B RGARFED 72 DI H W D DI %t
LT, a— 2B a— 200 S A S H, a— 2L 3b AN - TED
b7 SR E IR Td % (Hunston, 2002), LA FIX 2 DOMIREFIEOHHLE LOKTH D,
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1
Cheng QOIQIZ L DT —/RAFIEDOE & D

= — /X 2 fRFEA (corpus-based) = — /N 2 BXE) R (corpus-driven)
Hin — ROEE - A aA—H U ATA DR SR F —
F A T NABE - R Y - B RS ER — Bk
(top-down approach) (bottom-up approach)
0 HLAL
phraseolog n-gram pattern
y
‘ ara—H U RATA4 ORI
SERFS frequency-approach o g

I — N ZRRFEAL TIL, top-down T, a2 — "2 &2 FEELZE X BRICREIN TV AERFICEHL T
BT — X 2R T 5 L AMICHIEZ1T 5., TO BN FEL LT, ngram GEES) %
BT 5.N LT number OBSFETH Y  n 21T 2342 EDE TN A D, Nesi (2013)1% n-gram
% “strings of words that frequently recur in a corpus” ([ 2 23— X2 CHBEIZHW LN H5EHEH )
(p418) LEREL TS,

I — S ARRFERNI, FFES B O 3 — X 2B W T, B 72 n-gram & il H L C & 7=, Biber et al.
(1999)1%, 4 DO SEFEHIR(EEE - 747 v a >« Hill - ZHH)THL o E b IAMICHW LT
W5 n-gram & B BRI EE SV T lexical bundles & L CAME L=, #l21X, RO SHEITLHE
£V b n-gram OF IR L HOOLND Z &2 #HE L TW5DH, F72 Hyland (2008)iF 4 > D 5[]
DETO 4-gram DENVEZRELTND, THEDZ L1, &5 EOHEMFEMNITFE D ER*K
BRBEaXAELTWDLZ E2EMIZRBLTND,

— 5 Ca — N ZERENE TIE | bottom-up T, I— RAHND SEIRER AN TH Z & & HWIZHF
REAT), TOEMEMRFIEL L TIHEEEAHERAELTCara—F 274 VOBEREZTI,
A A= X AT ORBIEEZBE LT, FBBREETUVETZENTERVEFETHD LD
St ARSI TE L, SR E LT, #l 2 1F Sinclair (1991, 2004)Tid 2> a—x v
A DS % “trust the text”DAEFED b LTV, SaBlTHECTIE AT 4 AL LTRE - S
LTV 5% &9 % Idiom Principle Z 2 L7-, Z i % F & S ¥ 72 Hunston & Francis (2000)(%, /~ %
—VIFEMELAE L, SEARITIEREKB L L TR TE 5 &3 % Pattern Grammar % 25 L 7=,
S 52 Hoey (20051 XE L ITFBEOIRBVOFER TH 5 & F9ET % Lexical Priming Z 2B L 72,
Bz X, FEREOBEEVNIL, DBHOENL, 77 A MRXHOEZOGFICTHELN D NI L > TE
ItF2E0nH2LTHD, bbb, HESHOa— 22HEEL, EFEREOEEVEZELRT D 2

LIko T, Z2ORHICHEDOEMERETRCTE 5,
3
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a— RNZAEATIE, BESHOa— 220 T58IC, ¥—V—RFICERT S, ¥—V—
REiE, B — SAGHBEOIC R T, BESTFOMER 3 — A (ERICB VL CH LICEE
WCHENEGWETHD, =TV — NIFETHOREMEZRLTEY, 7T LIk TR D,
= N AR TIE T — N ANOFBEEOMHE Z KT 508, a2 — XAWHE TEF—T— K
DAYA—LURATAL LOBBEF TV = FHINPE AL — v ERIL, ERERETET D
(Hunston, 2002),

FROEIICa—RAFEICBNT, a—RAZHREFELEZD I — R AR L 2 — 32
AL E B R D A= N AN FAE L EMRIAOREFLEE LT, TALH n-gram & F—U
—FofrzgRIE TS,

123 A—7 a—RRZ L3 EREROTER

A—=T TR, BEWNRICESE | BENHOROWNLTH D L—T L AT v 7RI LI
ENTEL LDLERLDLA—TRAT vy 7 THWLN D EREZH L oIzt Tunn,
TP REEEL IR DN, A—TIZHESL a—=RREERT HZ L TL—T7 T L OFHEMNFE L LR
T& % (Upton & Cohen, 2009), % %X, Mizumoto et al.(2016) T (L) H 36 F 50 B © 2000 7 5
2015 FITHFI SN/ 1000 5 LE 2 —T o Liza— RA(L—T a— X2 &ERT 52 & T,
ENENDOL—T T LD 3-5gram L AL A —HX U ATA VUV ERBTEDH V2T VAT LAEARL
TWo, BIE, AR SN TW L EIE, IWHSHEFICMATarta—2d A= X - WERY -
FEREF Lo TV DB EBEFEBE RO L—T 23— R2ADO0HIC LD EREIOFTIRIT R,
FlLL—T7TLDF—U—=RFRERINTWARY, £ 2 TARNFZE TIEHEAMEE 58555 3C 300 i D 2
— 7 a—=RNADQWEZITV, n-gram & ¥ — T — Koz H0WTL—T7 L 0EMER L TLRT 5,
L—=Ta—=nR22HNT, b—T ZEICARLIFBEBORBNEHLNIIT LI LT, 77X MO
B CREORE VSR 5 A HEME %2 /"% L 72 Lexical Priming 2 EZFETE 5725 9,

1.3 A3 D # Rk

ARIFZEIE L —T 3= "2 E [N T, EEEFRER L ORE ILBEREMRBLTLERT 2, £
CCET2ETEEFHEHBOBLICEHT 2 L—T 0T a—"2AMRE2MET 5, 2.1 TIXET
KD L —THRICONWTERLDD, AR THNDILA—TEFET D, 2.2 TEEFHEELO
n-gram & X —U— RO E2H W 2 — R ZAMFFRICONTE LT S, 2.3 TRATHIFROFRME & A
FED2ODMIERE L LD, 3 BTIEHER - 23— "ATFT =% - FHEMEICEHL THIET 5, 4
ETIE 1 OHOHIZEREICOWT, SETII2OHDOMEMREICHOVWTHRET S, KEIZ6FET

RO EFHFFHER L BERTRRICONVTELET D,



2. ZATHIE DS
2.0 EREROBIICET 55— 7454

KETCIREITF R A I, AR THWD L — 7 2 FET %, Swales (1990)i3 Introduction @ 2
— 7 H#i& & “Create a Research Space (CARS) model”& L CTHMB L7z, TNLUBKOHFETIE, £
7 arDLA—TEAT TR ENIINTERL, 287 aOLh—T70OfERE LT,
Nwogu (1997)i% 15 RO EIKEFL#Hm L2 L, 11l OLA—T L ZNETNDOL—TIZETDHAT v
7% siib U7z, ¥ 72 Kanakoksilapatham (2007)1% 60 fR DA b Fsm L a o L. &k 2 v 3T 15
DLA—TEZNETNOL—TIZEHTLIAT vy T E2RiB LTz, —HOEZvarorh—708& L
T, Swales (1990)/% Introduction % 3 DD A —T L ZNZENDOL—TICHTEH AT v 72 WL NI
L7z, 7= William (1999)i% Results £ 27 > a VT L T 8RO AEMEFRm LE L —7 W L., 3
DDL—TEZENENOL—TIIETLHAT Yy TEZHLNI L, A= OBV TIEE L —
TWMEDLIIZER > TVDINITOVWTIEHALNZINTNRY, 22T, 26 DETIHE
DEX I varDL—T ATy T RMEL RN TR O MR 7 REERSCTE L 72 12 O b —
T (&K ar30)ERERELE,

22 EREROBICICET S a— 23
AREICILEFHEI OGRS T 25 2 — X2 5E 2 8l L 72, 2.2.1 TiX n-gram & W72 8F58 % |
222 CTlEF—VU— RO EITo = RITHEICOWTHA LI,

2.2.1 EFFEEORIIZET S N-Gram

FTHOIC A= /NZARFER D n-gram O FiEZz AW TESLEBOGH L2 080 LR Z /BT L
72, Salazar (2014) T, 1998 FE72 5 1999 FFIZFE T S 7z IMRD (2 KD < A 5 R i 3L 200
By INEE L, 3-gram 2>5 6-gram 2l L, (1) EhE] - 445 - giEs Co%E. (i)EWRKE T
B L7z, Saber (2014)TiX., 2006 475 2009 FIZF Tl S 4172 IMRD (2 %65 < B R & 7 5@ 3L 375
M (120 ) ZINEE L, & IMRD O NEZE 72450 & #h5d %2 5 ¢ 3-gram 2> 5 S-gram i L7=, L
MLF—T— KEET n-gram OOHIZ SN TR, I DOETHETIE, H—T 33— 3
ZFEHW TV 7220,

222 ERFEEOBIICET S X —U— Ko
WICEZEIR DO 2 — R 2% E L. F— 7 — RO & RIS ER KRB A FLabk L7228 2 /84 L 7=,
FF 1991 D 1993 AR FI I 7= IZB T 5 150 5w 3L 50 J7EE)% IMRD & abstract & & |
a— X2 ZAEE L 72 Gledhill (2000)% & 17 5, Gledhill 2000) X 2Kk — 22 ZHa— X2 L L,
HE7va vk oabstract DZNENERRI— AL LT, I 2FRELZHNTHF—U—F%
BH L, 20%F—U—F0 ) bRAFPCHIEF R ED I a—F AT (4 UV EBEF—T —
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RO L, ERMEHAZTEL TS, L2rLAaRLE7 a0 b0 Ls—T7 0
—NRA(L—=T A= N EHETHZ L TEVFMRERRAOTLBNAIEICRD EBEZIDND,
% Z T Kawamoto & Ishii (2018a, 2018b) TlX 2013 4FE2> 5 2014 (ZF FI X 4 7= i IR 25 5 9 38 7@ 5L 395
WO 140 T3 Z 2 DL —TICE SNV a— R2AE R LI, 2Kka— 22 BB a— 2T L,
K h—T ZRpGa—s8A L L, Log-likehood ratio (LLR)DfEIZE SN THF—U — FZHH L7,
LLR IZA A 2 /RE L 1T R/ a— 2P 4 XEZB[E TE D T1ETH 5 (Dunning, 1993), 5
HLEF—U—FDIb1Iffoarya—F A7 42 (F4510017) #8521, EREHE
L7z, LL, 2HHHXF—TU— KOOI L 1IMOADa L a—F 2574 OBELNMTD
T2,

2.3 MIEDOTE L FRRE

2.2.1 TAx L7 X 912, Salazar (2014)<° Saber (2012)i%, n-gram [Z X 2 0 & 477208, L—7
= NZFHAVTOARY, n-gram 12— SAF—FZ OMBELZ BT LOICHERRFTETH 5,
L L2 RbO)ERFASCEIGEI 2 ENEAIINLD LB n-gram & L TR I AL TLE D ) IKAHEE
® n-gram O TERVWEWOISMERLH D, —FH T, 222 TRLEZLIIC, F—U— oM
%4772 o 7= Gledhill (2000)<° Kawamoto & Ishii (2018a, 2018b)iL ¥ — U — KD 5 & LALFE D A2
HLTW5, £72 n-gram Z;7R L TRV, F—U— RFoHix@)ara—F o 2714 D@5
LCHxF—VU—FROXARIZB T HHEFZHSNICTED 2 LM G)VKAEE OFEORE WS Bl 52
ARETH D, LN LN EMEHOFLIRDOBRIZEMHE D n-gram Z LB L TLE S falRERH 5,
L7TeNo> T, FREFEHEE LTI, EREFRXOERREL L T L7 TRLET H729IC, n-gram
EX—TU— Ko ElAaBby T, EMIZHNT Lz, n ®EIZ-2VTid, Hyland (2008)%% 5-gram
IO BHENEHINT <, 3-gram XV HEEENH S 227 4-gram DEETHLHE L TND D
EMD . RKFE Tl 4-gram b L7z, X% —U—FDIH> 6, BFEORENICER L, £0
BHELTIE, 21 TRLEXEIIC, INETOL—=THHTIE, 62— 2T v 7BRHL N
SNTELER, b—TRENREDLIICER STV EZONIELTHLMNZIENTWD LITE
HNZlnbFons, —HLEWmDORERMAZEB T 2720IZ Discourse markers 7% B E gl &
H7-4, Halliday & Hasan (1976) CTIX4FIZ linking adverbials 2NEZETH S & L. furthermore,
however, consequently, next 72 EZZEIF TS, L2LINLORIGEIOL—T7IZHT HEEFNIX
LM EN TRV, KFETIE, £2—7ORIFICERTDLET, Ab—TORIHLERD
BIFOEE ZFTLIRT L ENTEDHEE R,

ARFIETIILLT D 2 D& MZEiRE L L TRE LT,

(1) EBEEFEERLOL L —7I2B T 285 % & e 4-gram [ZA7 > ?
(2) KMEFFEFER LD L—TIZBIT D AT v B L -f G 2 & e @M EL BT 0 2
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3R FE

30 B FIEOBE
UTOFIETEREKSZFE L (K 2),

1) 30 MEFED &3 IE S Uiz 300 30 & I EE

2) ATHFFEICE S 12D L —TCH S a— R AT —F 5

3) CasualConc #fHWVWT, £ — R 22FZWa— 2L L, HFL—TZ2xdHa— 2L LT,

Log-Likelihood Ratio (LLR)ZHH L ¥ —U— FU X h &/Epk (7 : fHIEX 15.13 DL ECHEE X
20 [A1 2 )

4) BEL—T7DOF—U—FU XML EIGEZAE (7 : TagAnt Z H VT further 72 & FIF LA O
AN D LGEILRIFOREZRZ T, )

5) CasualConc # T, & L — 7 ORIGZ & e 4-gram 2R (7 BIFEAIIWFTE Ot 50 6 BR
Sb o ARBEEE (XTI A R IC L, )

6) & L—T7 OFF % ETe 4-gram BB L OO, F—U—RUXNDOFFOa—FX L AT A
EEBEL, ERMEREZDR FE: 94 7P A U A TEOan r —3 9 VORREIT R -
7=.)

7) B LI ERMEKBRORE AT v 7T LICHE (A7 vy 7OARITEATMEEZSZEIC L)

TFIE 6) LW FE iR E () EIF % & Te 4-gram ([ZKHIGE L TEY . FINE IIEHFEHEQ) A T »~ 7B L
REIFEELERBHICHIE L TWD, FIA6) T — S 2ARFEARIZ, FIE 7)1 = — S A BEEH C
FIZEML TV D,



% 2
WRFINED E & D

1) 3005w 3 DR
|

2) Lh—7 a3 — R A DRGSR

(L—7%5: 12)
I

NFKL—T DX —U— Nl

4) % —T7 D F— 1T — REFIHL

5) Bl % & T ed-gram DA H

NDAT v T EICERRHORZ 55K

KBy a—F AT OB L THiET 5, LTI RMI(Results £ 7 2 3 > DA
DL—T)YDF—U—FEIFITHD next zRBELA LTI —H L A7 ThbD, next DLEIT we N
FilZ asked 73, asked D% IZ to what extent / if / whether N ILE SN TWDH Z EDRMRETE 5, &
S>TZZTOEMFH L LT we asked if/ to what extent / whether 23538 S 415,

% 3
next DA a—XK AT A

We next asked if Oct4 genomic occupancy chang
We next asked if the abundances of specific

We next asked if the Y2 subunit is functiona

We next asked to what extent HIF-2& mediated
We next asked to what extent IR-mediated nucl
We next asked, using a subset of TRIMs from o
L1. We next asked whether and how other TRIMs ca
We next asked whether cell division in the em
We next asked whether certain types of mutati
We next asked whether CSCs are susceptible to
ir, we next asked whether DSB repair kinetics at
ns, we next asked whether it reflects the myosirn
We next asked whether 1lincRNA-p2l was require



32 A—T7 DERIEE
= RRANEDOEED L— T ERIBEAML & IM2 OB R 72 82 UL FIZRT,

#1

b— 7 OB AR

Introduction

IEEERE R OB A, B T LI IMLIM2,IM3 & L7z, 7272 L 3 Bk
H 1T here, in this article, in this study, in the current study % 7> & > 72 %5
BlE, AFERICELTERTHL 7L LTHELTEY, %Y
HoalkEs IM3 & L7, 3B LA, 1B%EZ ML &L, E
RORIF () £ TIM2, UFEZ IM3 & LT,

Methods

subheading D % A ~ V& HE|\ZHEI LT,

Results

AT 2R 2 & L ICEF & Rl 2 2 E o L — 7 OHE s EEE L
72, RMI |Z examined, used, evaluated, &\ 7=« JHEHF" i T,
RM2 |% found, observed 72 & O “E @ EFE” Dl £, RM3 1T suggest,
indicate 72 & O “EER#% &5 O BLIEF

Discussion

1 B¢ H % DM, in conclusion X° in summary 2728 & - 7= 855 5 1354 4
Wy ¥ T DM2, LLFgE% DM3 & L 7=, subheading 23 & % & 1%
subheading ¥ T#% DM1, Ll FE|F 4] T DM2, LI 4 DM3 &
L7z,




33 a—RRATF—H

UTFTa—n"2AF—20olETH D,

#=2

T—NAT— 4

Moves Tokens Types Occurrence (%)

Introduction (153,312 tokens)

M1 W O ER 40,412 6,573 100.00%
M2 FATWEIE DR 80,875 9,957 100.00%
IM3 KAFFE DR 32,025 5,705 98.33%

Methods (366,220 tokens)

MM1 XS O®RE 103,415 12,780 99.00%
MM?2 EBRoFx 201,524 16,877 97.00%
MM3  EE LB 61,281 6,619 77.00%

Results (687,506 tokens)

RM1  EBROHM - FiE 238,188 17,478 100.00%
RM2  FEBRR R 368,673 20,863 100.00%
RM3 i D iR 80,735 8,498 100.00%

Discussion (319,424 tokens)

DM1  E 72 F7EfE R 53,352 7,559 99.00%
DM2 k& 72 AIREME D & 42 231,535 25,993 100.00%
DM3 FLd-[Rit-45%OREYE 34,537 5,659 100.00%
Total 1,526,552 48,911

3.4 D OIS HEEFE
FIFILT X LTRIEINTZ 305 COH 2 KE L, SEEFMEZIT -7, 2O —FFRIX
79.62% Td > -,

4. BRA):XF—V—FLZF—U— FREIFZ &% 4-gram

IMRD Dt 7 varZEic, 2OFKFEL—TD1) ¥—U—REMI0FEL2) F—U—FKDHH
DFEIF]E 3) ¥F—U— R&EE T 4-gram R LTz,

10



4.1 Introduction D ¥ — VU — K& ¥ — 7T — NEIF D 4-gram

LLR OfEIZ LV, IM1, IM2, IM3IZZNZEHIC 8558 + 136 3F - 43 5EO X — U — FBAREH I
2o D 9L EAL 10 FEOF— T — NIX(IM1) [EFRE®RI (IM2) THE 78] (IM3) TRIFTE O
AR BER L Tz, B2 0E IML T BLE T (is/are) THFFEXT G D — k(b3 {740, IM2 Tl
BAESE T & ZEEE D A& P+ (has been/have been) THRATHIRICHOW TS L END Z LN THI
T& 7, £72 IM3 TIE EAL 10 55D % — U — KD F A > (here we demonstrate that/here we report
thaty CARIF R LI T HZ ENB X LT,

RIZHxF—T— R0 5 b SN RIFEIIL FTo@y Th o7,

3
Introduction (28 5 ¥ — U — RNE|F

IM1 | however (78), most (51), highly (39), often (27)

IM2 | also (265), however (221), recently (90), most (61), often (35), typically (28)

IM3 | here (148)

Introduction (231} % F— U — FEIG] & L CTiL. however & most & often 2% IM1 & IM2 O i J7 T
Wi,
%I ERRORICH DG Z G T 4-gram ZfhH L7z, RIKEEITIZNEN 343 & LT,

x4
Introduction (23 %5 F— U — FEIF D 4-gram

IM1 one of the most (5), is the most commonly (3), is the second most (3)

also been shown to (6), also been implicated in (5), however it is not (5) ,also been found in (4),
IM2 has also been shown (4), however it is unclear (4), however the role of (4), it has also been (4),

one of the most (4)

here we show that (15), here we report the (9), here we describe the (6), here we found that (5),
IM3  here we report that (5), here we demonstrate that (4), here we provide evidence (4),

here we set out (3), we report here that (3)

IM1 TITBLTE (is) & ¥ — U — REIFI TH 5 most 23 IL L3 %  (is the most commonly 7¢ &), IM2
TIT also ANHLAESE T ¥ (has) & 392 DIt L T, however SELETE (is) & S 45 2 & 2SR
7= (also been shown to / however it is unclear 72 &), IM3 TiX here I3 we & HERBERICH 5 Z &
DNBH B 272 o 7= (here we show that 72 &), L2>L 722865, IM1 & IM2 TiX 4-gram & L CTHiHH T

11



RO F—U—FEFEANPHY, ara—F o274 2@8 L., EMRHREZLET 5 H4EN
boH LR LIz,

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

LLR OfEIZ XY . MM1, MM2, MM3 [ZZ A Z I 300 35 « 536 f + 183 GO F — U — R HHH
Sz, TDOHIH EAL10FEDF—T — FiZ(MMIL) [5G 0@EE | (MM2) [EBR O THi & ] (MM3)
AP LFRIZR S IR L T2, 2 A — 7128 W T be #hid 0 £ (were) s EALF— T — R TH V|
WESFAEELEL, TEBEAIHVOND Z ERHERINT, BEROZEIREIZ XV IEARILE
T, BEN 72588 217 72 o Tu> S (Salazar, 2014), 5] 2 1£ MM1 Tl “were purchased from”, MM2
TIE using < with LB BB OZEREA LT 5 2 L 2%, MM3 Tld“were calculated using”7g £ 7%,
EAL 10 BEOF—U— REMAGDEDLZETL—T LHRVWEDY OB 5FEOMAE DEBIEK
TELHZEnTHRHIESNT,

RICF—T— RO 5 LM SN ZRFIIL TOo®Y Th -7,

x5
Methods (28T 4 F— U — NEIGF]

previously (286), then (262), overnight (66), later (47), briefly (45), subsequently (38), twice
MMI1
(34), otherwise (31) immediately (26), daily (25), kindly (22),

then (731), previously (433), overnight (236), briefly (129), twice (117), subsequently (72),
MM2
immediately (57), once (53), manually (26), freshly (23)

MM3  then (135), statistically (40), randomly (27), otherwise (26)

Methods (28 5 ¥ —U — REIFID 5 &, Flfi then B ETOL— T THERI N, MMI & MM2
TIlX. previously, overnight, briefly, subsequently, twice £ L T immediately 75, MMI1 & MM3
TlX. otherwise 2% — U — REIF & L CTHER I,

BB ERRORICH 2EIF % & T 4-gram Z i L7z, RIKEEITIZENLEN 583 & Lz, &4
— 7 CHBER+ZHENNHAMICH LN TWS Z L RHERE SN (MMI Tl were kindly
provided by, MM2 T was performed as previously, MM3 T/ was considered statistically significant
728, 7272 L MM3 Tl BIlFd then 23 “we then calculated the” & we & il 42 Z L SR L 7e,
We & then DA EDLEICHOVWTIE Iy I —F U AT A4 VEBRTHILEWENDH D Z NS M
2oz, £72 4-gram & LTI CE o — U —FREIFNHY, v a— X A7 %
B, ERERAZERTILNERNH D LR L,
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4.3 Results DF¥F — U — F & ¥ —U — RE|IFED 4-gram

LLR OfEIZ LY, RM1, RM2, RM3 I[ZZ N ZEHIT 133 55 + 334 35 - 120 55D F— U — R HEH
Sz, D95 AL 105EDOF—U — RIZ(RM1) TFEBRO B - FiE] (RM2) TEBRKEE ] (RM3)

(RO 0B BB LTV, #l21F RM1 TIEEFE we. BEEHIF examined/ tested /
investigated, H WJEE & 72 2 4 5 i & 3 < $2§5¢ 50 whether O A G DEN THI SN, - AREF
to & JRJEE)Fi determine / investigate / test DAHA G DO N TR S 4172, RM2 TiX Bz 10 3B &
T @7 observed / showed / found 23 & £ T 72, “did not”<°“compared with”72 ¥ DA A bHE b
TR ESA7Z, RM3 TiX B 10 FEI2E £ 5 BUE B A suggest X° indicate 73 #2#t a1 that & 44 7 41
these data <° these results & L2 2% Z & 2335 X & 417 (these data suggest that X° these results indicate
that 72 &),

RIZHxF—T— RS b SN RIFEIIL FTo®@y Th o7,

7 6
Results 281 5 F— U — NEIF]

RM1 next (542), further (300), therefore (280), first (243), stably (52)

not (2138), also (1298), significantly (1016), however (628), only (615), more (384),
interestingly (249), highly (248), most (238), furthermore (224), notably (219), moreover (217),
similarly (212), indeed (199), respectively (192), importantly (176), alone (166), very (149),
RM2 strongly (138), much (128), approximately (125), completely (114), almost (111), differentially
(97), slightly (96), markedly (93), consistently (90), nearly (81), substantially (77), dramatically
(75), conversely (66), strikingly (66), remarkably (65), statistically (65), surprisingly (62),

positively (52)

not (481), thus (403), together (216), therefore (149), collectively (96), rather (65), directly (63),
RM3
strongly (57), specifically (41), hence (39), overall (29), functionally (23)

Results IZB 1T HF—TU—FEIFE LT, 3250 —7 1 ZdBEOXF—U — FRIGHIMR I 72>
72o (RM2 & RM3 Tid not WL TWD A, not [T Hrxfge s L T2y, ) RM1 TITIEE S
KR BA 4% % o= 37 IR 23 fERR S AL 72 RM2 THUESCERIZ Bl % Fll #dl (moreover, furthermore 72 &) & S
WZBLAL 5 EI il (significantly, dramatically 72 &) & SCURICELIL 2 Bl & (respectively) 23 g5 S 4172, RM3
T b CHEICHL 2 FIF (thus, collectively 72 &) & SCHIZ BLAL 5 FilF (directly, functionally 72 &) 2% e
STz,

RZRIZETRORICH 2EIF % & e 4-gram A L7, RARBEEIZZN T 584 & L7z, RMI
TIEEFE we & ¥ — U — FNRIGIOMAGDOE, EIEAREF to & further & JRIZB)F DA E W

DIMERS S 4L72 (we next examined the X° to further investigate the 72 &), RM2 Tl also / however /
13



notably/ interestingly (X335 we & . significantly (Jil@ A OB L LE T2 2 LN RE I N
(interestingly we found that X> was significantly reduced in 72 &), RM3 TIiZ together / collectively /
altogether |3 3= 7H results / data / findings & 2 L. thus / therefore |L 5k we & T2 Z & 23 il
I 472 (together these results indicate <° thus we conclude that 72 &), L7>L 728 6, 4-gram & L
THHTERPoTeF—U—FEFEHNRHY, aa—F 274 028510, ERKRBLL TR T
HMERNDDHZ LR LT,

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

LLR OfEIZ X Y. DMI, DM2, DM3 ([ZZ N Z LT 58 5F « 2055 + 735D F — U — RAREM &S
Nz, 055 B 105EDOF—U — RiZ(DM1) T ERWF5EHE SR (DM2) [k~ 22 mJfEtE D & 5%
(DM3) TE & - RBR - S%DOELE ) 28R BEMBEL TV, #l%21X DM1 TlX. here/ this study / our
study 72 EWFZE A AT 5 RE AR SN, DM2 Tk, SEIERMROELEO 7= 02887
may S W B TU 2, DM3 Tl BhEhF will & may °4 & future A F kB R A2 kT iERE L L TT
Wiz,

RICF—T— RO 5 LA S NZRFIIL To®Y Th -7,

=7
Discussion (28T 5 ¥ — U — NE|F

DM1 here (72), however (95)

not (1120), also (800), however (460), thus (314), here (175), indeed (143), even (134), recently
DM2 (121), interestingly (120), rather (108), yet (76), particularly (73), relatively (71), probably (54),

possibly (45), perhaps (44), nevertheless (44), alternatively (43), currently (38)

DM3 here (43), together (26)

Discussion (2317 5% — U — RNEIFI L LT here N2 TOL—7 THER I, DM2 TiX, RM2
THiH S 472 also/ indeed/ interestingly, RM3 CTHlif} & 4172 thus, IM1/ IM2/ RM1 THiH 47z
however & fERE S 4172,

%I ERORITH L EIFE A L 4-gram 2 U7z, RAKBEEIZZNR 3,63 & L7-, DMI
TUd here 23 £ 5k we & #iFald KX O#EHea that N 3725 2 & SRR S L7z (here we report that 72
E)e DM2 Tl also/ & BLTESE T (been) THEATHFE (has also been reported) % . also 2% we RBLIESE T
(been) THF 724 B D F 2R (we also found that 72 E)Z /RT7-0OICfibh TW\W5D Z & NHER Sz,
DM3 TIIHEHEE S U EE LTWER, F—U— FElFZ &8 4-gram [T Shiaho7z, £
Z THRAKBHEE 2 [A] D here & & €p 4-gram Z Flik L 7=, Fik we & 3L 9% 7>, presented here T data

X2 results Z R E G5 Z & FEFE S 4L72 (we have shown here X° the data presented here 72 &),
14



L L72N5, d-gram & LTI CE R Do —U—FREFERIHY, ava—F 274 %
B, EMRAZEBRTILNENHD Z L 2MHR LT,

4.5 FFERBE(L)KHT 2 HE

WFZERRE(1) [ o — 7 ORIG Z & Te 4-gram (372 12T 2HZFE LT, 20K L—T7I2B
WTEHED 4-gram i L7z, BlFZ & e 4-gram 13K L — 7 OB E2ED L OO, HE DK
WEIF 2 T R ole, MEOERWEFORE ZHOENITIDIcbara—F 274
YOBEERATIR ST,

5. BBRQ:F—UV—FRIFEDaya—F U AFLERAT v AT LOERMERD
IMRD DJET NFEL—T DAT v 7 DAT v 7 LREIFIOBG DAT v 7T EDERMEHOE
EBIX DI R EATIR 2T, A IMRD ORZICE LD L L TL—T LT v 7 ERMEIOK
EBIRZEAT IR o Te, UTHICEZ &EX—UF S ITMEmICES <,

&

rul }

5.1 Introduction D 27 » P L EIF Z & e BRI KL

Introduction ® 3 DA —7 D 55 (IM1) [F R FH] TIX. 2 2D AT v 7 Z[EE L, IM1-Step(1)
(YRR OMER ] T4 OO ERMEKHOFE %, IMI1-Step(2) [ E2EATHIEOE] T1 H>OEM
FHRoOEZTLBR Lz, OIM2) THRITHFZE] TIX, 25D AT v 7 ZFEE L, IM2-Step(1)Jc4THF 78 D
S TIODEMEEOEKZ IM2-Step(2) AT FROME T2 DO EMEB O K % 5k L 72, (IM3)
[ARFFZEDEEIR ] TlE, 4 DO AT v 7% [FE L IM3-Step(1) [#FE5E8 - HRY) T1 >0 EME
BoOFE, IM3-Step(2) [HFFEF] T1 ODEMEBH DK, IM3-Step(3) [ ERMZEFIE] T1 oD
ERMERHLOFR, IM3-Step(4) [ FERFER] Tl1OOEMRIAOEKRLFIL L7,

Bt _REFEIE L LT, IMLIZEIT D however DEWIZHOWNTE KT 5, However & % D JE T
AN AT vy 7 ERESEMBLTND Z EZ/R LT, IMI TlE however 23 Gl suggest <° indicate &
LT 2 EMRBFORDOGG L. IML-Step(1) 1 s AR O MER & L CHRET £, little X unclear 72
EORERELRTIZEMEFIDOROE ST IMI-Step(2) L2 AT R OBEEZ /RT 2 L 2R
L7z, BI3C(6)i% IMI-Step(1)IZ. #13C(7)1% IM1-Step(2)IZxFhiad™ 5,

(6) Active vaccination using phosphorylated tau fragments, and passive vaccination using antibodies

directed against NFT-associated tau phosphoepitopes have been reported in animal models. However

a growing body of evidence suggests that large, metastable tau aggregates such as NFTs are not

causally linked to tauopathy phenotypes in animal models. (p.57)

(7) As a consequence, Treg cells exported to the periphery exhibit a TCR repertoire skewed toward

self-recognition. However, it remains unclear whether TCR signaling is needed to mediate the

15




suppressive function of Treg cells in the periphery. (P.58)

5.2 Methods D 2T v 7L EIFZ & BRIFEH

Methods @ 3 DA —7 D55, (MM1) BRI ROBEE] TiX, 3 DORXT v 7 Z[FE L,
MMI1-Step(1) [FFFEHED AT T2 ODEMEHOE%Z, MMI-Step(2) (B LD¥EfE | T 8
DDFEMERIOKZ | MMI1-Step(3) MR DORMFE] T1 OOEMEKHOEKZ TR LT, (MM2)
(BB O FhE] TlX, 2 20A7 v 7% FEL, MM2-Step(1) 28 FiE] T8 DO EREKIH O
F % . MM2-Step(2) [HENL L72F%E Tk T3 DOEMEHORZTLBR L7, (MM3) [HEHLEE )
T, 2 DPOAT v 7 %[FEE L., MM3-Step(1) TEBREE L M RBEDORE] Tl OOEMEHOE,
MM3-Step(2) [F— %458 T4-oDOEMEHROEKZ T LI,

53 Results DXT v 7L EIFA 2 ERIKH

Results ® 3 D A—7 D55, (RMI) EBEOBK -« Bk TlEX. 3 DOAT7T v 7 %#FEL,
RMI1-Step(1) MFFEHRIDFLIR] T4 DOEMERBLO KR Z, RMI1-Step(2) [HFFEF] T 1 DDE
MR DK %Z, RMI1-Step(3) HFIEFIE - FIRDOFIER ] T3 SOEMRIORAFIR L7, (RM2)
[EEBRAER ] T, 3 20A T v 7% FE L, RM2-Step(l) [EE RO TR] T1HoOEME
BLOF %, RM2-Step(2) BN« X LAY FZERE R OER | T 6 DO EMEHL DK % . RM2-Step(3)
(BT — 2 ORR] T8ODEMRIOKRZFLIB L7z, RMHEROMNTIZ, 2 227 v 7%
A& L. RM3-Step(l) #EHRD k)] T 4 SDOEMKRE DOFK %, RM3-Step(2) [ BIFRMED 5@ |
T3 OOFEMRIOEXZFLA L7,

ZIZTIE. £ RM2 ISR D EAOREIF & LT OREIFE & AT vy TORRICOVWTE LT D,
RM2 Tid not Z &< 35 DRIGED 5 H . 12 OREIF A CEH « 22 O RIF 23 3CH « 1 O RIE A3 3CR IS8
NHMEMBAH DEIFE TH -7z, XD 12 ORIFO 5> H 7 > (notably, interestingly 72 £)I
RM2-Step(1) F EEZE 2 DR |, 12 DEIF O 9 5 5 D (however, moreover 72 £) & SLH DRIl F also
I RM2-Step(2) 13BN - LAY 72 FZERE R DR | TR L T, also LIAA O SCH D 21 @ FilF
(significantly, dramatically 72 £) & UK O FI il 1 D (respectively)id RM2-Step(3) [ &) T — ¥ D 2R |
WCBER LTz, BIFIAXOEZICHET 20N ZEBEETHLI AT v 7IZEFB LTS
ZEDMER I N,

Mz CTXEADEIF D RM2 DX U THWOL LS YA, connectors between moves (A — 7 D
BENE L THEETEX D Z L2 Mid L7-, RM2-Step(1) [EERMIEOET | TIEICHOREIF & L
THWSHILD 904 #iH 558 #i] A3 RM2 DT, 346 #1728 RM2 DX ULOICHELL Tz, LT D
BILHREBL2D, RM2OBHF LI LSO TOXFHDRIFOREOENEHERT D,
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(58) We detected an increase in iNOS+ microglia compared to WT controls at 8 months, but not at 4
months in IKKBCA mice. Interestingly, we observed an increase in CD68 and CD86-positive

microglia in 8§ month WT controls compared to 4 month-old controls (p-106)

(59) DIS3 is known to_encode a ribonuclease involved in RNA processing, but how loss-of-function DIS3
mutations are onco- genic and sow they interact with KRAS in cellular transformation remain to be
determined. Interestingly, we found that in general, significantly recurrent mutations were more
often clonal in previously treated compared to untreated patients and occurred at higher CCFs.

(p-106)

1 3L(58) D Interestingly 1% RM2 D& H Cfli | & 4v, HI3C T We detected Trn S A7 R Tk L Tl

LI WRERZELS 2D 0&REZ L TW\WbD, —F THISL(59)TIL—3C H 2 remain to be determined

EMOTHRITMETHL NI SN TV RN LEZHR~2 RMI EHEL TWL23, “XHOFEHT

Interestingly # V%5 Z & T RM2 (fRDO#ER) ZEH W TWD, Interestingly I 1EIZ RM1 & RM2

EESBEELTND,

F 7c RM2-Step(2) B - kAR RS R OFR ] Tk, XEHOFEGE E L THWLR D 1127

il th 959 {5l A3 RM2 D& H1IZ, 168 Bl 23 RM2 D E UDIZHBL L Tz, LT O FIl & R Lo,

RM2 O i &3 U TO LD GO EKE DOENZ R T 2,

(65) We found all three types of sequence-related activity in these two nuclei. However, we found that the
proportion of neurons showing these different types of sequence-related activity evolved differently

in SNr and GPe as training progressed. (p.111)

(66) To test whether most of the PS converted to PE in 5x-emc cells was due to Psd2, we sought to make a

5x-emc psd2D strain and hence to measure PS to PE conversion only in the mitochondrial pathway.

However, we found that 5x-emc psd2D cells were not viable. (p.111)

B3 (65)Tix— X H @ we found THRER DR EZIT/ > TWVWDH D, X H D we found Tk D4
FEROETRAITR-TEBY WXL D RM2 & LTHIEL TWD, — 7 THISL(66)TIX—3CHD To
test whether THFZEH Y & GHEIZ 18~ 2% RM1 & L CHERE L TW 2 A3, 3T H @ 81T However &
HAnsZ T, RALEFEROMFEENERIcERro72L LT, RM2 (FiRO#ER) 28T
%, ZZTITE &1T However [ RM1 & RM2 2Bl 2 L TWo, BIX 28I+ 52 &L TRM2
DB DOEF L RML & RM2 2B ENAIRETH 5 & R LT,

KIZ RM3 IZBWTHRIFIDOXHIZBITHEEEENREDL > TWD I & LR LT,

RM3-Step(1) RO —# b X, CEAE L THALT VW 6 O D EIF (together, thus 72 &) & SCHNIZ
17



B d 0 strongly 28B4 > Tz, — 5 C RM3-Step(2) BIFRMEDIRFE ) 1%, SCHICH LT D
5 > @ gl # (directly X° functionally 72 £'; not & rather (X0 B % 82423 > Tuiz,

S B2, LHEHORIFN RM3 DX LD THWL LD H A, connectors between moves (L — 7 D ¥
CTHEENE L THEETELZL2MAE L, CHIZEALT WEIG BV 288 5 RM3-Step(1) T
WX SCEE O FEIFE 752 BlH 664 528 RM3 O iE U Tl il T 7z, RM3-Step(1)iZ B o 2 Fll 7l
together/collectively 72 £'1Z RM2 & RM3 Z#E &2 L TW\W5, EMEH & L TIiT together these
data suggest that 72 & ZFLik L7z, LT OB Z8 L THREZ R 2.

(78) We observed that in the presence of high acetyl-CoA, addition of CoASH suppressed histone
acetylation in a dose-dependent manner (Figure 2C). Together, these data indicate that levels of both

acetyl-CoA and CoA in the nucleus can impact histone acetylation levels. (p-128)

B 3C(78) Tlix— 3L H D we observed that 75 RM2 & L THERE L TU % A3, . 3C H @ Together, these data
indicate that 73 RM3 & L CTHéHE L T %, Together (X RM3 DX U ®HIZH W 5L RM2 & RM3 % &
TExELTWVD,

PLED X 9IZRM2 & RM3 TIHEIFAN CEHICHW OGN D NXHFIZHWON DN TAT v 7R R
BT EEHLMNC LT, S HICSCEHOHE|FZ RM2 & RM3 OIELOHIZHWLILLEA. RML &
RM2 £ 721X RM2 & RM3 Z B &KEFIDE D rIRetEnH 5 2 L am L,

5.4 Discussion D A7 v P LEIF Z e ERKE

Discussion @ 3 D A—7 D 5 5L, (DM1) I ERWFZEFMER] TiX, 2 2ORX T v 7T EREL,
DM1-Step(1) TEATHFFEDOMER ] T2 DOEMKRBELO R Z, DMI1-Step(2) [ FERFHERDOIER] T
3ODEMBBOREFLIL Lz, (DM2) TEkx R A[aEHEDE L) TlX, 4 DDA T v 7 ZFE L.
DM2-Step(1) TEATHFFEDHER] T 4 DO EMKRBELO R Z | DM2-Step(2) F57E D5 F D 27
T 6 DOEMERELDORZ DM2-Step(3) R iE DFE R DiEdm | T 6 DD EMEH DK % DM2-Step(4)
[H D ~DRE] TSODOEMEBEOREZTIB LT, DM3) [E£L0 - RA - SHDOREE]
T 220 A7 v 7% [EE L, DM3-Step(1) [FER D EH ] T2 DO EMEXELO R % | DM3-Step(2)
kB TlOOEMERORE TR L,

5.5 FEEBER)ICX T 5 EE
WFZERREQ) T8 L — 7B 2 AT v 7ICBE L2 & & T @R R BIIM D] 269 5 m&
LT, 4FD d-gram OFERICEE LSO, HFL—T BT DHAT v 7T LIZEGF 106 O EME

BOROFLIBIZKII LI, F—Y—FREFZGa Ly a— X AOHBLEIZED, 45D 4-gram T
18



i S e o e F— U — FRIGIOIRBNICOVWTHHRE T,

6.8 %
6.1 EBMERZEFERTICKIT HEIFOKE

AKHFFETIE, CNETLA—T AL LTI R o A—TREOENRY 215 T
D12 AT RICE SO CTRIE ST 12 O A— 7 % IR E Z 555 S 300 fig D L— 7 =
— N2 EHEL, BFEORBEVERALNILE, FTRRa 22 a— 2L L, HLH—
TICHFAICEE R =V — R bX—U— REIGIAHH L7, WICEIFZ 5 T @ R B o
RHRT 7010, A—T7 D EICF— U — FEIFE ST 4-gram 24 L72, L2 L 4-gram (25
WTHIH TE o eFdF— U — FRIFANRGFELE, T2 TCHF—U—REFHOay a—X X714
VEBSR L, arya—F U ATA VOBBRICEY 20L—T BT AT v SICBESR LRI
@ ie A Eh 106 O EMERH O Z TR LT,

WIZ, RIFED SFEFMEFRICOWVWTE &7 %, Hunston & Francis (2000)? Pattern Grammar C
45 - B - BhEE o EMERHR LR L TEBY, AEICEL TERTETH o7, KIFRIZT 2
A NOFPTCORGIZELERREALFTLAELZATHETHD, FLEKVICRIFENT 7 A FTO
N« A—T TONE - LHFTOMBEIZL > TEHERENELD Z L EFAR Lz, i Hoey (2005)
PDIRET2FEOHBTOMEICL > THORBEVNEERT OEERNEEEND L LT lexical
priming A L TWb L 525, RZICRKTLT & X, AHF% CTIiX, Halliday & Hasan (1976)
LLB# linking adverbs (however X> moreover 72 E)N LA B &EI L L CHEEH SN TE A, RM2 T
interestingly <° importantly 23 LB O BIFAI LN L —T 2 B EE N D L 2B L2 LT
ORI

BB, AFREORAEE LTI, ()2 =AY A X (i)AT v T ORBROAREENE Z B
o, a—=NAF A ZANRRKRETNIETREWVIZIESENY - ZRBTELD, LYV R&ERa—
WA T D Z EMRkDHIDH (Baker, 2006), £-FFAZFOEMEBR LR LIEAT v 7%
TERLIED, BITHETHOLNIEINTWVWEIETORT v 725 L TWDH DT TiEERy, £2
Ta—R2A5%OBELE LT, a— AP A X K& LoD, ElFEACMHMOGFICERT S Z
LT, BRDZEMERERAT vy 7ORBNTEDLZENEZLLND,

6.2 BE KRR
FEETFBEERFICHEL L LEbNTEY, MOVKRLFECRIAZHND Z EBNHEREINT
VN5 (Hasselgr, 2019), AHFZE TR LI ERMEH O RITERBIRO ATREM A LT 5 Z LN TE 5.
FIFEEM~OIGHLARETH A 5, Bl 21 However & 5> TH IMIL & IM2 TILEITHFED
BRI TR, RITHEROBMOBRE NS D Z 2R L, RN ar T 7 A ML D
FHEROFEROFIRNTEDLTHA I, REIC, AR TR LIZEMERRORITHCHAEDF
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Bt ENTHRTEDL, R2OLA—TICBTHAT v 7ICESS EREIHOY X MI, 4%
TOREH Y A b (Coxhead, 2000 72 E)Y L U L X2 0 EAMRRR 2R TE WD, LD
I arDA—TEEBATILEDICHERAT v 7T EOEMEIRY A NI, AR R ST
EOTDITELSD I LERHIFTE D, 4%, O TFIZB T2 EMEREY A FOER BTV
[
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