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This paper focuses on value and advantages of corpus keywords approach in specialized discourse research. After introducing
a broaden insight and nature of corpus keywords, the paper demonstrates a number of keyword extended patterns developed in
studying specialized discourse in recent years. It further elaborates the implementation and implication of keyword approach by
three case studies across areas of topic-based metaphor, discipline epistemology and disciplinary language teaching.
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1 51§ s BT 3 T HRUIK S AL A Bl

CHMNETE 30 L AR B S TR [ bR )
KT INRIEL AT 5 HARA SC Lk 855 Bl
BB Lb T7 18], LAGE B At 23 K R B s 27 1Y
Tell R SN [ PN X R 55 ST A A BT 0 Ll
WA (F R 2018 58)o [] B 2 [l SR vt

FEIE T A m Tl MR/ BRI R a2z
—(Hunston 2017) . H iFERZEM A T A9 &8 A

WHIORIRTE LT ARG F 2T,

2 EREXER
TR R AR T 4 S 1] PN T S0 AT BT ) 4

* ARLRHEWASGHRIE “ ST ERE ML
Y2 B8, TR 4G : 1d02@ senu. edu. en(fi]223F)
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B RamRT LRSS (17YJAT40014 ) B B

PEHT BE ™M RS S (textual keyness) [ BRAS
il 8% & £ 7 A\ ( key-words,
phrases ) ( Scott 2014 :232 ,Bondi 2010:3) . H.+ 8%
IE HAR1EEHS S IR s A 377 24E i
R (B AR B9 R IR E OC B 1A] (key-
words , BEFR F/A] ) | AL S ASLE LT 5 2 I iE k)
Lo BT B2 N B AR iR B S PR EOTY , (HR o T
A B 14 22 57 iRl A\ ( clusters, ¥ FK n-grams, lexical
bundles) , X 28 ICEPE 1R IR ER WL FR S BEAA 48 W4
A AT B “ R ER” (pointer) , 32 FH R IR I H
FEZE 5% 1E R Y T2 B PN 25 (aboutness ) | SC AR XUA%

key-clusters, key-
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(style) F7.37 75 B (stance ) ( Bondi 2010 ;7 , Stubbs
2010:23, Scott 201051 , X}#%E 2018.69) , FfHid]
FIX 3 FRENRERM , B B S AU — 1 IR oA,
A B A 8 R A< BT 47 (Scott, Tribble 2006 :
56) . EfSREREET 0 = KIGiE T DGk
(ideational , textual Fl interpersonal) 53 i [7] T,
ERSY A e M IR F R E” (what) “R L7
(how) A 25" (why) FYAS BT, 1 PR JHC TR T~ DG 4
1) AT IR GG 5 AR B Y .

T AR = A A LB X Hh i L T A
S ATE 2 N AR O W [ PN A AR 2 b R T
corpus , keywords “FAE %) SCHR , & 20T (48 FH %) 15 )
RHERFE ] A2 IR £y B3 sl 2L )
Il iETE (specialized discourse) , Bl AMTTEZEA |
Lol FARFIHR MY 55 L ] 45 17 i AU 3 55 v il
FUIET 7 (Gotti 2008 :24) , i &V iEIE R H 1Y
FAFSE R )2 10 (17 133,65 ) , AF LA B[ g
FH 7 R PN 25 R0 3k RR AR AT LR Y S S M e A )
“HHRE WA LML TEE AR AR AR ZLE” (Bondi
2010:3) . FRT, INS7 0y B da] 3 JE 4R B LY B
EFUIA S TR TR T A T I 5 SO N 1
Skl A 2R AS A 14 45 15 ( Sinclair 2004 :29 —30) ,
BT LA ST A S A IR v 7 2 MY S B IE 5T v AN TR B0 D
LT Al A R A S AR s T =

3 X@gRp AR

3.1 HA- g R i Fh R AU

Fe T A S ] B R AR N S H R 5
ARl ARt OGRS R R B IR p e | LA K,
N2 [F) T T 19 O g ] e 52 Horp —Fh Al B Ry
“OREE RS BRI AN (keyword collocates cluster) ,
JE R B — HE SCER IR ZE cluster T HL BT 2 81
M n-FIE W A TR A A B HE B T AN — a2 A O
1), (H GB35 a5 QSR IR FETE R} i iy ML AU AR 350, [R5 1L
FAAS O IR) T RE 48 78 BTN IR, 1) An 42 OB
Money as Debt 4 15 & Bif JL > B> 3¢ 8 4a] ( 4n
gold, money, bank, claim) % 2 — 4 {a]ia] A\ | A] 3R
74 gold and silver( 4> & 4R ) , demand for real gold
(EHRAT LI HE 4 ), used as money (& .-+ e
1#) , claim check holders( ZZ#E4F#A A ) ,run on the
bank (4R AT HF ) 55 —FIh G ml 457 30 IS 15 L ) o 22
ARi&,

Dy —Fp 2 R I R (key Keywords, ] FK
KKW) , JZHE R N 224> AH ¢ 1 0 57 SCA He 52 1)
IR (Scott 2014 :231) , KKW A B T 1A 494 72
L R A RS B A O TR B, LA AR s 1

P AR AR IR R 3R R S A T3 R 1y L AU 3R]y (Z= sCrh
2003 287, Gerbig 2010: 154 )., ] &, Gerbig
(2010) *FEE 21 200 20 T8 ARG T 1R
JERY KKW , & BT E 2O EEAT guy (s) , locals,
tourist ( s ), backpackers, travelers, tour, walk,
ride, driver, hike 854410 , "M ERGR iEE H B MIiRTT
T =X A 5 1T 2 ) B s 1 b g R, A%
O IAEE SR hill, place, spot, stones, sea, mountain,
valley, landscape, trees 25 K B 2SI 251A]

5 =P SC A 3 TR Y G BBR 1] 7 ( KKW as-
sociates) , 8 B &= KKW 5 3¢ & 17 By 5 & [6] 8
(Scott, Tribble 2006 :85) , A 34 [ JCHX A4 i [l S8
— FE R TR s A 1 B ARl R 4%, L AR R UL
T IR ) AT (ZE 30 2003:288) o il
an, B bR ey 21 2 iR v i oR E LA 3 4
KKW ( tourist , traveler Fl1 backpacker) , £% F FY = 5l
KB ia] P HRAE driver, trip , ride 2554845 5 {H tourist
J3 AR B TE] beach (3 i), L HY X SR &
IR B EE . LA, tourist Al traveler 52 Bk A
tour, {H backpacker HI AR ILEE DI “ AR A
IR A3 (A1 et = < 38K 3, 1 B 3 oS 7 A [
FFE i 4595 3 (IR M backpacker 2l A5 FY G BE 1R] &
night, day, hours, food %), AJ UL KKW BY3CHL{H
ST REHT T L0 A 35 X003 R PN 25 1 I e 2 2
( Gerbig 2010:157) .

3.2 ZFiRI A R RS

BT Z IR A it FEEEXTR A N ER T
UG5 AR PR AR AR 7 3 2 M S AR E— 2P 32
PRI, Hom — BB Do OC B PE L TR (key
phrase) , TH8ARLL = /& F — 44 1H, a5t £
AN + N f1 Adj + N 19 Z A A ( Panunzi et al.
2008 :463 —468) , H Y2 ™ BLAA ) 4 e i X 328
WA A B A~ . Ban, U5 [ 435 7 BT 1929
AR T RGN AR TR AR R S R ALY 4 A DSBS
1 ( B money supply, bank failure, stock market
crash, gold standard) W SRZE LLiZIER D 4 &
A B S iR] ( B economy, bank, government,
depression ) B g $5 715 28 TF 5 2% 05 A 19 A% 0 N 4
([F] I:264 -266) .

2 TR IRHESR” (phrase frame) , X JE
Al RE T4 K A 3l 5 B0 E i 418 2= 22 3R] A
(2 =8 5%) I AN ERERA —F A [\, HAx iy AR AH
[7] ( Fletcher 2012) , JEIGHEZLPNAIZS Y (RP = ) 1Y
YE R TR)E AN SR 1 e QA IR]  (H AN BRI R 16 R Y
PARER KA . 114N, Grabowski (2015 :276) ¥4 X} kb 24
Wya e B 2536 v (PIL) F1 24 flv i i A 227
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(SPC) PAFME RSB A S TEHESS . &3 PIL €
IS if you 4 f « BB IR 2R AEZL” | Ul if you”
any , if you" to, if you" not,if you" a; i /NiXiE
W AR (R B A 2R, T SPC 5 W 11 2
A% 25 3l 10] should #4) 4t i1y « By 1a] JEHE 227 | 4
should be” by, should be” in, should be” to; 1M H.
Y 5E iR 2 SF 3l i8] 8% 25 =X (U0 reduced, adminis-
tered, initiated ) ; fB N IX ZEIE R AN B 44 A B
B R 24 P A R P 1 XA

5 =R R TR )F” (aboutgram) . B 95
JEUERHETE 2 28 12 2B IR 9 T A 1A 22 [8] 19 45 75
W, 3B AE LT E HE T s A B AR AR 2 B
5 W R EARIE IR (R AB,A =B ,B"""A),
H Y2 R T e R8s T v T A TRV Y e e AR S, DA
Hr U O A R S SR A DA s 32 R
P25 AR 38 XU A% ( Warren 2010: 117 — 118) , 14
U0, Warren ( [7]_|) &2 B B TR 22 TR 2415 R
JE (HKEC) 55 = 451 1% S5 7 A] design (133 ) BiA
60% BT 4 AR M 2B 1% | RS HE T A IR it 32 PR 1
J¥ ;8335 design/structural , building/design, analy-
sis/design, design/tall £ D ia] ¥ A1) (/Z= 7~ W 1E] 1
PEHN 2 =12 AViA]) o EATT IR AR 2 H A 1] de-
sign BT W RE 7 I RHE T BOAZ O N ZE .

AVESEFE T A SCERIN]  IR I T 2 A
JRe 1Py s B =X, JHG SI2 BB AE AN W X S Bt 1) 4 A7 454
) = vl ol = 5 = I S WA E= S B 17
SEIEBHEETE T A5 1 TR s B RN 22 AU S S 15
o LR R RO TN T R i DGR | BRI R Y
KR 3 IIRE, $e it Z AR b pg o3 B A BRI A
G2 E R AT 3 SRR PEIR LR T
WIFSE H SRR I ) S it A B S R AT

4 BG4
4.1 SCBTR) R Bh 28 B2 e B 5T
Philip (2010 ) 7EHR T HLAG A 3% %o BT 15 1 42
H e I ( metaphor themes) 71 S [ ngy
(key metaphors) PI--HTHES . HT#H 48 76 T AE
Bl —2H A B R SCOOCER (B My il JE 2R — 19 15
T BT, ORI Y 2 R 0 L R TR I OB R, R A
i e T R SR 4 R R A R R B Y L 2 T
S S T [) B Ay By (1] F . 188,196) o T
10 J3 1R YR 14 72 R 1 = B i 5 98 R AE AT U3 18] 1
PG R ) & A0 ok, I WF TR FH — RS E
B3I (1) R BUZE R TR R X Hrh
TTHT 500 4 ia4F 16 7% b 4L BE (lemmatizing ) , L k¥
Ha3X 500 ia] 2 Fh i ) 2 HLA A R R AR IR 5 (2)
20

PRI R A 3 K LT AT S R Rl R 38
WSS 5 (3) $EBUZE B S IR 22, L X Heor
A SRR E TR o328, DAARE VA 48 T2 33 st R YR 1
(4) 7EAP TR (2) B V42 AR 52 3 3m) L U1 S
EARF T TR (3) FrIHN 1Y £/ RGBS
SR, HZR s LR EEZZENE T iH, & HE2S
SHAE (AN wrade ) JE& T Y AR 2

SRR IR R R SR TR R N A B
A 557 158 ( H Ttaly, business, commerce, interna-
tional, country, China ZEHEFTHI 10 37 Ay XK El 17 #4
J%) 5 T AR A 1E] 2R YA —HE war 25148] (U0 battle,
fight, loser, aggressive) , Bl IR & 5 L iR TH B9
A% | #4 Bl international trade is war X — 3585
Bl ( 925 Trade is aggressive behavior, Emerging
economies are a threat %U/ﬁ\'gﬁi‘%ﬁﬁ%’“ﬁﬁ) ° l&#ﬂ:*
VA i Ry r b= S, FRATT R B i YR
Tl 1] 5 L 1R) A A X R 1 B A T ( UL 1] )
PIRHA )  TEIR M [F BR B S i, IR war 2814
AR S AR TP AT RE A B Ok, ], The
fear that our businesses will end up as the loser in
the globalisation challenge, especially when faced
with the commercial aggressiveness of the Far FEast.
MR X %2 5 75Kk BF, 5 China India, Asian, Far
East HL3% 19 & invade; 5 Italy F 3% 4 ) 2 pene-
trate. 1540 ,But China is the real future of the textile
industry, because it is true that it has invaded us
since quotas ended. .. F ULIE B —HE 57 37 745 B &
B B9 SR Ry

PSR AG [] ) DA TR) AR 2 AN DG s Rl R DA, O HL
R SN SR IR O TR B TR A A, R U SR AR
IR 5 5 R U N 2R A S 1Y Bauman , DA T B fb i &
MR TE BO R AL &, S8 78 B h 3 X0 0k A ) B
SEASE . T3 AR O o B T 152 2R SR B AR O A
B, B R s FRATT, AE R T B TR Bar A, BR L
DG PO B TA] e U 494 ) ofe it 2 U A R] 5 S SG
TE R ATRFRARAT AR 3 B LE 55 2 T PN 25 fd 35 AN [)
AT LSR5 5 PRI DR < gy A R R e AN e R
AR TR A = AE” (Philip 2012:92)

4.2 REETER B A RHASIIE X e 5T

Malavasi Fll Mazzi (2010) BJWF5E & 1E BRiF A
[Fl2ARHETE NI 28 5 . B YR A RHE T
B3 T AR 14 15 RURTTR)L =2 S b i A U RR T
K, BIAS [a] 22 R A . Bk % o AL S LAY
AR, HAA T 92 B AR T E Y FE A
TN (WG 268 ) AWt 98 5 5 09 18] 1R 3R 3k ([F]
:169,172)  HRIFINFNS Y N KR E , BF5EE
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43T N T 3755 B A RN T B S T 8 SR 4% 240
RITIEIR . T HETE P 0 G B 1) 2 (R P LR
Z AR RE) T 2% HY I SO IR g i 48 T BIF O 2
A BIFSR NS FNBIT ST J7 125119 5 - Q8 R (7 s 4=
A he, historians, text, science FlI society ; A
224 we, research, data, results Fl effect) , 42
O3NS 5 A SRR SRy R i B b S i 2 Bl
1d)” (reporting verbs) B HS L 43417 5 I HH X L350
RS R <SR <IN F“ FHUl” 3 25 ( Thompson,
Ye 1991 ; Thomas, Hawes 1994) . #RJ5 144 H 4
AR SR S 3 2SI S EC B =X FRA R
e e 20T A% 38 A R = UE R

ZERRI, WA 2B AR AR A —H
G, N FE FARTE |, D s 25 1 AR G BR] 35 T
U LR “ historians/he + 7 UL 316 ( U argue/ em-
phasize/say/ claim/tell/state/ conclude/report/ ex-
)7 BRI RIS E
SEHEH Y B 4RI (arguer ) 5 10 75 415 2 0O 45 id 7Y
HI2“We + WFFEIEBN1A (A0 use/find/ examine/
test/ observe/demonstrate/study ) ” , i 7~ (¥ J& 17 3)
Z5HEUIIE SOy, IIFFE TR, D7 s 2 g
20 J& “ written /literary/medieval /authentic. .. +
text + reveal/convey/narrate” , {LL M H5 SCHR 132 AN
FBL S UE 5 T 5 5 27 1 42 “ research /results/data +
suggest /support/focus on/confirm. . . ,{LIf] FE L T
SEUERP R AR I 45 RAE S5 18

XA SR BRI AR T oy 201 e th AU
), SR 5 R R TR R b 5 2SS e B =,
AR U R B OCHE IR S Hh R & n0 Gk fe . Ik
W15E E South Sussex KA IIEALZE DNA BF5T H BA
FE 2018 4F @ A “ Quantifying Concepts in Corpus
linguistics” W) < 48 H . ME& 0] AL FAE T i
R, BRI R R At so e iRk,
AEAE T LA, XA S Y e AE A3 AT iR AR DA Y
HEVERE SCHYV R 3% D73k BN A T T AL, B &t
R IRAME 28 PN TR Y I S R A BT B B AR
Ao Y S R R R BN TR IR SCXTAE S PN R )
WS

4.3 CERRET BN RHE T #F

Cacchiani (2018 ) M 2B HIIE L A R0 &
P ARTE TG BRI E VR S RS A5 AL, IR Al
RNHTHRHE S HE . BT AR e
b B AR, AR N B AR AT LI
9h FERE TN 45 5 25151 T A ( Merlini Barbaresi
1983:3) . WFFEEH E SeHE i 90 T il & 52418
SCPERYRBETR R, JF L 1) QIR WKL IR X5 |

plains/suggest/stress. . .

B 5 AT R TE R AE G BB S G A SRR T 12
B SCE#IR] (4N if, estimate, case, assumed, denote,
suppose , then) , 455 & B if /) CEE H ( keyness ) )7
JERTH Tt XARBOGZEER 3 -5 TRl A\ 5 H S5
R CWEFE R B R R 2 58 (5% A Hyland
2008:13 —19) , [FIFE A BRAE T B0 J 1 1 < HE
BEFREE” TR B i (TR AR S g Y, i A
FIZFRNE G B R T ISR R R, B TR A
PRI 3 1 U 4 15 ( Cacchiani 2018 :18)

203 JR Ik B if ) A Y35 B R B« if PAA)
B A S il N S B AR ) GAR Be e B HOR S
B A RS B ML DU, il F% ] Declerck il Reed
(2001) (%) “ Possible World B i | M\« 0] B (1% B
g7 nlREAIE N AT Wl BRI RE” S AR AR DT if
MBS ERE, 45 R A, &5
if FA) R SR Y 5 Z e Tt v T HOB G M 1 52 4%
e, HP G LU A,

(1) ZFLMARBE If, our survey showed, these
debtors are unable to pay their own debts, they are
insolvent.

(2) B AR 5 ; If environmental standards
are reduced, production in the pollution-intensive
sector becomes more efficient.

(3) & & PER % . Countries that produce a
same commodity usually face different values and
signs of this correlation coefficient ( Table 1) and,
therefore , different gains, if any.

FT LA ERI, B S X iz = RO A 11
e o adE e, plan

(1) BUR{8H it NAJBS  IRBEAE 2 KRR EE
FIWrZR B B ERE” “ AR RE” “ 22 A ZHE” “ L
PR LI H

(2) TEAT 215 B AR AT LU HAR i8] 35 AR if
(#4n)JH assuming, given that, in case) , IAh, iR
Bt T RRE R S il

(i35 4 . If debtors are unable to pay their
debts, debtors are insolvent. iH DL T iE+E.) We

of insolvent if they pay their
own debts.
(a) cannot speak ... are able to
(b) could not speak ... were able to
(c¢) will not speak ... will be able to
(d) would not speak ... would be able to

LS B 7 124 rE 2 R I B SRR TR e A1
ZFARINR YA, T H AR 5 A H H i) 15 5 25 44
AW FESE AR S0 5 SR e 58 4 Ik 2 v A i AH

21
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KIAMEHRIEEL AT . AR 952 B
SRR A SR 9 5 T HIR AR e TR
FRIE XA ARG 5 Wl T T A 22 5
HEMT R CA e, HOR 7”2, 2B TE 5 20

FEH A A RN RIE X N 2 ZE A R R
Bod B A R SRR BOHAE F

CE= s

s
ST (F) SRR (E) PIE (D) O M) AFEN(H)

SR FEeE|®®([=l= o @[ [-||HB |2 2|

(la) If debtors are unable to pay their debts, debtors are insolvent. (constructed)
of insolvent debtors if they

(14) We
their own debts.

(a) cannot speak ... are able to

(b) could not speak ... were able to
(c¢) will not speak ... will be able to
(d) would not speak ... would be able to

e Practicing procedural and declarative knowledge of form-meaning pairings with
reference to the interpretation of if~conditionals. For instance. identifying,
correcting and explaining errors in (15), a non-canonical conditional. In (15),
based on (10), the if-clause is anaphoric, it refers back to the previous sentence
and. therefore, cannot follow the main clause.

(10) [If this is so, the data would over-represent close relationships and under-
represent diverse. arm-length’s contracts. (HEM-E ~ 1\ijjoio\171)

(15) The data would over-represent close relationships and under-represent
diverse, arm-length’s contracts, *if this is so.

e Noticing and reflecting on form-meaning connections. For instance. trying to =
explain how pairs of sentences are different. Consider (16a) and (16b). where the
if-clause licenses the main clause: whereas in (16a) if might be replaced by when
or whenever and be interpreted as neutral (that is, the applicability of the if*

B B
» @iz PDF
v RERH
a;
pay Adobe Send @
TR AR AT
o + A

[0 10k cconampt ‘

1308408 K8
AL #ins

[ e |

B, if T A Z A

5 SRIE

S SCAE A ) IAS TR P S B TR] 4 R PN T RN R
RHAELOIHREM R ST IR, Bgs 1AL
P /AT 3 I, 5T, R TS B AR TS
Ll i e AR T, 4G BN A SR e = A
HHIE SEFSE DL SOERS R, 5%, bR
TSGR A NN R A G T X L B 35
S b/ f ) 0T T 2 T 4B 3% 1 A R DA 4 < /B
AUL” A AXAE UL SEAR BTN, 5, O
R I BIE 9T B AR AN 6] F H B ANIE RSN TR A
F, SR 3 2 1 TRNEAE BIE =X AT Tk
T2 M A 5 IS 2 BRI BA T, L i b 3
PRZZ L H 0O AS 0 U M 5 AT (o 0F 9 45 SR EL A 2 U
PE A RS RE A AR PR AR = RN N (E, 18
Fof AR RIS AR B Bl 16 v B R A, L4 R
WL RIAZ O Bl AR B AT A JAs =0 45 =F 5 i
IR, ] HAEN T ERHE F A, X — S
FIHE H TR B B S SR SE 2 F I
AW EE T, FCHEIE A 9L E M IE 7E ] 2 B 015 2
SRR ) PR OC I B A S

PRER , VLR SC AR BT S8 AT 1 B 4 5 i e
B IDASE 5] G, I AR B SCAS P D4, 1O AT HE

22

JE SCASH R T, G X R SC B R 11 43 2 AT
NEEAEVE IR 51, Al fig ok 2 BETEBEZ (19 P9 25 A0
FUABE 5 mie) SC Bt ] B2 B4 AR By IR A, 45 4E (Scott
2010:52) , A E SR, AR E AT SR ST N
Wi SR AT, H A 4245 Rayson (2008 ) 7E %} H
ARIEREIEAT F B iR P s SRS 2 5 38 1 B Y
TR 2R B T R 1 O B ) TR] P 2 G R S B R L 2KE
A, Fa 7R AN [FaE AT [ — AR s v TP i O A
RIS IGASRE2E 5 . Murakami 45 (2017 ) &« =8
AR (topic modeling) H 1Y LDA S5k H2 0LV 1
TS EE 114 v M 3 S 5 1) 2 L, R 380 5 Al i AT 114 D
PETRIEE DA S OB M 1 F . DA 48 705 178 L 2 ] 114 5%
B DA RS B Dy s PEAR 4, Davies (2018 ) i &
%) 140 {ZiF K iWeb AL E ( B i A &)
PR TT 56 LA BAR] (1 7E LA 20k #E A LA IR
Shy S AHETR] 1A P DT 5 AT 5k o T S B R] BV BSF 5
TR Y HE AU 2K TR AR A, X EETEAN
78 H B B A TR R DG B IR 5 1) R S

Sk
AT, T AR S B A E b
[Z]. b3 S %A st 2018. || Ministry of Ed-
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