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Abstract

The discrimination of the meaning of synonyms has always been an important and difficult part in
English teaching. This study takes the synonyms “reject" and "decline” as examples, and analyzes
their differences and practical use from the aspects of meaning, collocation, colligation and se-
mantic prosody by retrieving their use in the contemporary English Corpus BNC, and explains the
important auxiliary role of corpus retrieval tools in the analysis of synonyms. Finally, this paper
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gives some suggestions on English vocabulary teaching and English acquisition.
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1. 531§

gttt 3 SR RIBOERAE SR 5 h 205 SRR R 70%0At, eI R S A9 7 T A
AR T AR SETETRTE R L[] PI4ELIOR, 1A SO JCH R SGR K i — B SGE i A il i —
KA 5o VF 2 DRI SR 2 18] A A X, SR TTD A2 S ARl 1 22 S A A5 e ATT L P AN TR s s A s
Rz, WIARZ BB 2 AL X R FAH SR AR b R T AN R XA & IR ST 27
ABEAESGE LEMBIE P RMERRIE, &5 50RES BB L — RO ANE L, A
111 5 L AR LA 1 S8 22 51 3 5 S ARG B 2 (B B St AR N SeiE A S — K e, 98
I SR (R 5 S R T AR 2 5] F S TE BUM R T MR R A 2 — o SR, 38 SRR 27 SIHEAR G 2
IR AFAE — E I 1) B U AR SR, X T B EE TA SR SR UM AR SORZE IR T 3
IR ZAKYE B 5 152 S 2 s — A MR E R, MRS S 2 E T s, RIX 03 3G, 1
B Z BOIRHER RS . A, EARGERTRNC R b, FUME A I 0 b — 2H0 SR (3 =5
KU (B B 225, JRee ARRLR B Ao SR TITIR Lk SO A K 2 B0k B sk Z L SeiE s HplA) %6 H
A BRI S o AR 5 007 ST RE BRI B 1 I SERITESE, 38l B a8 A GE M 1 —
SE IS o

B S AR N — VR R IE A IE S RHAAE 21 W AT T8I K & « BB TERHE R 5 5 H 280
PR, B A RN S ) HEAT S AR OGS T B 7T, R R BT AME BRI A H a6 2 . 2T
TN T, R N TR A EL . B, i OEE SR L. FERTST
T E IR R AN B AW I B st . MAEAME AT, R BRI B ST VA s s H T
WCEE T, IR R BT SO SR B b A 28 R R AL, AN

2. iRE=R

RS 5 SR AR SOARTE RS AT IE SO — 1152 8H2], 20 20 80 4E4X, BEAEIFEER
FEEREDR R, RITERGINRIE,  FE PR 25 T 0 M R R AT 7T, AR
JRORE B AR — A E T B B TR R AMESCA T DR MBI H S . BRI AT SE R
[21. 400 E NIRRT ST 1 2008, EEA 0T T RORT T 5 B0 R B R i B AME O O BLR 4R
AT AR B R 1R R s s e DA S T TR R B SR R S . AR AR 4 (2010) 1]
T UMEFE WAMERLEE 5 2T SORCR 38 R R B AME R 4 R MBS K R L AR 3 3],
FEAERHZER BN N fVE 5 2 B b, EREERI R PN A 2%, £ 50F(2004a, 2004b) 1T
{L.(2004)th NER V& EARAIE 1 1R Rk 2 4 B R 13 00 AR R AT P B LA P o 28 TR IR O T 7 1 2 R 4R R
MAFPAT R R E AT RO IE, 2 DR BUR 6 22 I b — b B B S PRI TV [2] . RALA ES
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HM(2013)F5 i, FEVERHZEABIAIE 5 R #EA RSB, B CRCR BN E B RNC# . A (2007)
SR T I A T PG T AR B S TR R B (R 50 s T E.(2003) 5 1A A TE R FATE L IRI BRI 12
RGN HE[4] o ARS8 IIR1IE 5 2 BT 78 (0 A2 TRV A 4% A e SCRA B [ SCGA] 2 [ 91X 0 [5] T4 1 ke
MR &Y R TR A M w20 K 7 DR T, RIA ) e SORR] (9 3l (A T
I SCIA IR PO BA R ARV o 3] SOB I ) PR 78 32 02 5% T3] R AN [ 5 SCRT RIS AE R — 15 R e A
VB RHE P AR L L. teah, SETIERLEE 5 IR0 78 001 15 $4 BL AT SR S ELAFF 70 A& R0
WFFCHIPRE i, o) KTE 5 5 ) 3 AR S 4 A0 151 VS gt AR KR35 B

TR E BT S , WA 2R IR, AER AT I SR B A 2 T2 ) E R THE S e,
FEF BRG] B SE R AR AR GUHRNC 32 F R BRI, PR AT ST AR A FE A TR 1 & FRIR TR BNC
NBEFE LR, LLSETEIL SCGiA] “reject” Al “decline” Jyfl, A Toeifii SCIAIAETR] S 3 A A FH AN $4 BE <57
AN, S ETE R T RAERIC 2 S P ISR, I GRS N I R B, T e ik 5 1
S HE B FREST, N HSEOE I M BRI SR, RN B A B AR FE R R DI e R
XA RSP R R

3. ARt
3.1 WARIR

A5 FH TR R R X 3 SCIA] R SO AIVE XS T OB S T 5 A2 — Mo AL ATTE, ek gtialil 2L
SEATRBUA A, TR AT SRR IR SCRSE M2 A JI R, TN 4 5 B SE B 2 S 4t
—AE R BT e BT RZHEEE A S BRI SR R R T @ B R R A, 2B IEI “reject” A1
“decline” XM ANEIAVE A SCIWE TS B, A o€ FE 29 AQETEE L BNC ATESL. (EAIMR . FAIC T
Dl SR SR AT TN A2 3 SR HEAT 7347 o

3.2. WisRimIRR

FEF BNC iERE, AT PA T = AN ] BT 0 7043 #T

1) “reject” A1 “decline” EEAFEFHFERMEREMER? 5F, ZREeBWE?

2) XA ERIEBECR A AR ? KRBT E7?

3) BB EMBAERENXFH?

33. fIxIHR”

AWFFCRH TIERVERIF R 7, EiFENIEE T, ERER DI N L EES KR BRIES
A I AT BB A7 FE N CASS T » DE [ 244 CE Rl ZE BNC ISCEE B R SR I T 5 [ 1960~1993 4E[a] (1 &K gt
EHARY), VR NTEEARRE# 1 EERNE, BNC w1 LI ML 9000 73] -5 TH i SCAS AT 1000 J5 1A Y 1115
A, PR A B R R 5 1 SR RO S, S AT AR XS “reject” A1 “decline” M4 R
HNEFEAE . ZEHFIH BNC iERHE 5% “reject” Fl “decline” X PHAMAEATIG R, Bl 5 XTI 2R 45 Bt
ITUEE . it FHT .

4. “reject” F “decline” FERSFFTTE
41. “reject” F “decline” ZEiRl#Lh BRE N XL

TEAE SRR A, 20 5 2 F BT s 0 B3 SR SR 3 1Z 0 3047 [ B, FF40 2 DAAR R A 4514

2E 2 28 W SR AR SRR I VA SRR AR A ICAZ Bid] . WFRTH LA SR, ZAE i m il i A o SO XL K
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T T 151 A (58 o] LA T 24 A T R AR, S S b A Ll AR IR B, T SGA Y X
IRERAE TR T AT (RS . LR N, BB SR, A B e M R AN, ke A
P, SR ESTMAE, TEIEH ThEE DL RLSE T KRG BT ANIA], X — AR N 9835 5 5] 3% f
A, MRS 7 — i iR IS, BARS T 908 0. ik, T KIGES ) #H L FAL TR
I BN SCRBEHTIE —BR B, I il SO B B B AR . 2B 1K “reject” A1 “decline” 7E
CAREA) PR, FEX X HRTE T E B, B SURER 47 (5 L. IR
UL LR, BT AT BB, e W mZEsE, (A TJ0 N SC RS iESs, LR MELE
5 >3 HARIK 2RI SR 2 AR 22 3 S LR R . BRIk, RSN T B . 7EAN RS
OYAT S SRERBEATI B O 100 &5 77 TH AT IR AR K o

4.2. “reject” M “decline” ¥E BNC FRRYSAEL

ERHEE S S — AN E B R, BRI Rt I — AN SR SR T ] B A
MR NARHEAL S 6]. £E BNC LA reject F1 decline 73 HIVE A ZARLEATIG R, HEHERRIZ4LRE N 417
R, 5 RN, “reject” JEHILAE 1596 i SCAHT, AHOCR AT It 6279, %31 B 5 R4 63.87;
1M “decline” JLHIILTE 1268 FiSCA, FHOGR ZAT LT 3324, 1%l & i ilAichy 33.81, X UiBA 5| H “4E
Y7 7 UK, “reject” frIfd I BE NS,

4.3. “reject” F “decline” EARRNEEH MY HIENR

R IE S U — AN RS, BRI AESLPRRE S Ea, BT, MR8 Ak
(IR AN R R T B A AR BT ™ A K — il 5 A2 MR [7]. BNC TERL I W] LIRS 3R H AR 28 3] £ 22 M
B ARG L, FEFE BT A 2R 45 R BT SO o6 3 SCRlEAT 704, BB oL ane 1 pos:

Table 1. Distribution of reject and decline in different registers

5% 1. Reject # decline ZEAREIEBA D FRIB N

reject decline
T " , " ,
B [EWzRGE Gk ERANTE
Academic prose 1565 99.19 846 53.62
Newspapers 871 92.54 386 41.01
J— Non-academic prose and biography 2329 96.32 1223 50.58
7
R Other published written material 668 37.27 514 28.68
Unpublished written material 283 63.36 101 22.61
Fiction and verse 351 21.74 199 12.33
SOV 6067 3269
Spoken conversation 0 0 3 0.71
Mg
Other spoken material 0 0 52 8.42
SY T4 0 55

M 1 AT decline (O £ 25Ma: 1 8 MBI, 0 MR B LHEAISIETE; 1 reject FIAE A
WA, AGRE AT B AR AR, ARSI B R . WAIRRE S reject — iR {XM ] T4
HiEH, FEHBL 6067 . Hr, reject FEATFREZMIZAARMITI, AREARVERHCC AR AL A LI A%
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e T HAE R AR AS . DSBS  R. decline 7P THIVE A A N T s T AR THE R, HAE
PG —IL I T 3269 K, MAEIHEFRAUHEILT 55 K. 5 reject F4BL, decline 7EATF R R 1AM
Tl AESEARPE BT DL B A i iR H I A ARz i T I B . B X LUk, M3RoR “HE4E” =LY,
FIHE RS H H reject, AR decline BIWfE, MG H HAEH decline. #iik, JHE¥IHERX
53 reject Al decline I P /NI SCAR] I 75 22 X 3 S AT TAEAS [ SO b R 37 Wbt DA R 213 28 1] 7 46
Jal, V121 reject T IiERIET, B IRMEH .

4.4. KEFE

VENEIEREIL T B — N EEEE S, SRR IR SO TR R e G IR 45 5 . SRIRERAN 2 55 )45 T
SEATIH S, TR R4 [8]. Mitchell (1975: pp. 120-122)F&H1, Wi R X TialiE A& KR —
T R E, E R RARSEIUT AN FEC . 12 J52%(2002: 102)iAJy—MRIBFEAE 1 — NS B 5 B
FRZ N#EHC 2 (collocational class) [9]. & V.+N., Adv.+Adj., Adj.+N.Z5#REREPE, AR T 3350
(report suggests, increasingly powerful 1 wonderful journey %5 M| 43 7 & X JLAN R B2 (1) B A4 1) » 72 BNC
T A o il A Z A {reject/ VI AI{decline/V}. 1 T15 F HIAE P S BB 1) 0] B, Rl AEAS 2R LI
THisSE Bk th %k $ “Show in random order” F11 Show KWIC View” , PABENLIEEE 50 246 R AT 3T 2047
SE, SB|RRBEE LI 2 R

Table 2. Colligation of reject and decline in BNC
5% 2. Reject #0 decline 7E BNC FRIREEIZIE R

reject [FRIEE kA decline HIZREEE: kA
V.+Det.+N.+(PP.) 27 V.+ (Adv.) +to do 22
V.+Det.+Adj.+N. 5 V.+con;. 2
V.+pron. 3 V.+Adv. 6
V.+Causative adverbial clause 1 V.+Adv.+PP. 1
V.+PP. 7 V.+Det.+ (Adj.) +N. 17
V.+ (Num.) +Adj.+N. 2 V.+pron. 1
V.+N. 5 V.+Det.+pron. 1
Total 50 Total 50

M FT 5N, reject VE NEhiRI £ H A /2 V.+Det.+N.+(PP.) 45, 72X FENLEELH 50 4% 4T
FEARHIL V.+to do HISEIKEL, T decline M R AN AT, V.+ (Adv.) +to do HISEIEL JLF o5 U285 21
) 50%. HHLA EEGHE AT, X ANMATE R A R E R, Bl TRARER N, HERTEH
Ry ik — BRI o

4.5. #& A BERFEXES

BB HCHT 78 2 A2 Firth (1957: 12)3%1E:  “You shall know a word by the company it keeps.” B 9Kz
T R — 1A AT g 2 0 ] R BR A B O 22, 5200 25 2 6 T A () IE AR, BRI Firth 52 18 18] 1 UM
e g R IR 45 LLUE AR E[10]. MR SNESE . SRR, A A AL T FE e AR Ol 2 750
BEEEUESE SCRE T AT IaEREBCRE SO — K7 . BT LIS BE (M) BEOE AR Y A0 5 510 18] 2 18] Y AH
BRI O6 R, fE TR EDT T HOdE A MR T B0EE T 3 IHE L R /E A 2 2 FE T 1] dE 47 18] I T 95 20 A
N T HERRIX 73 reject A1 decline PN SCIA FIE -5, 2235 M BNC A2 B BEHLFEHL T 50 25K F reject
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A1 decline 2R 54T BEAT FAIC 70 A A0 SCE) 73T -

FERT R UUHN iy MI BERS A5 ZIREICIA R AH SR RAE , BB RS AN AR S 9 T e 2 11
ol . AR R R IR, KR reject 155 F L W LA AR L2K:

1) Adverb: categorically, decisively, flatly, unanimously, outright, emphatically, vehemently, unequivocal-
ly, overwhelmingly, explicitly, vigorously, firmly, angrily, utterly, formally, rightly, totally, specifically, imme-
diately, completely, subsequently, largely, strongly, finally, previously, twice, similarly.

2) Noun: sejm, accusations, suggestions, delegates, calls, judge, appeals, proposals, councillors, claims, je-
sus, arguments, criticism, demands, religion, j, christ, plans, bid, court, yesterday.

3) Adjective: conventional.

4) Preposition: by.

Fr % 1A decline ff 5 48 BC IR 7] LAy U R JLK:

1) Noun: mispricing,

2) Adverb: steadily, markedly, sharply, politely, dramatically, rapidly, gradually, thereafter, considerably,
significantly, slightly, inevitably, slowly, absolutely, throughout, relatively.

3) Noun: fertility, jurisdiction, sarah, spokesman, membership, industries, sales, employment, numbers,
standards, production, prices, court.

4) Verb: has.

5) Preposition: during.

6) Adjective: due.

1 EA_EAE B AT %A, 7E“ reject” A1 decline ™ (4 s 2 FATC 1] v, BRI A0 A4 18] 7 1 AR K ELAG) o B4 reject”
W P R A B — AR R IRAIR RS, Hrie A Ros ARG EDIRZAS IR, Eeln angrily,
firmly %% . 1M “decline” B HC 40 &1 17 VA X 4 5 Z0 HY R, K 28R MR R, B BASIRMFZ .

RN R FATHINEE, AR 2RI EERATAE ARG O, (H 2075 5 LRy g 1) VA A e 5l
REERENS, Ao, W AERAEE o HGHR R, FEMTREER SBIHE NS
JE[11], TRITEFEEC T B SCHIRT LA i AR AT T SR . AN RAE B S5 2 FA A Hh R BRI,

“reject” WA LI BONTREE AN, U emphatically, unequivocally, utterly, vigorously 253272 W
ATERENE, A AR S B BeAh, 1R AT £ angrily, flatly &5 2 5 iSRRI, HARILH
TR SCE) . “reject” RERT LA T RIS AE SO, e TR BiE SO, R SR B RIS Pk Y
B XE . W “decline” FUHERECIA], 4iZialll “4H4L” 2By, HJE AR politely, A5 MBI
AL, AREL AR AIE S, A, 1%1A 2R spokesman, membership, industries ZEEK R, AW
ARG A B 4 RS, R, “decline” I HH BRI 115 S .

5. ZHigTEIN

FR 4 _EaRHr e LUK I, “reject” AAE FH B 2 £ T “decline” , 1E = 0iFEA& 2 w58 i ) T FH “reject” ,
TG Mg “decline” , TIPIEEATFRRIIFAIAT] . JEZFARMERIECL LA R AR IE 23 A0 1) 5
B T EIE. A, “reject” F1 “decline” FUSKEEEEAG FTIX A, B & EELAISRBRE LR
V.+Det.+N.+(PP.) 451, J5 # S 3 H V.+ (Adv.) +to do 54, DRI 2N s 20 3 3 % F“ decline 7
R, “reject ”BE AT DUR T AR AOE SCrb, a8 A TV AR A0S SCrP, A B SR HS Pk (1915 S0 1T decline”
SRR AE B SRR, RIRPAMALERSEC T T A — € 2200 . AHIF FULE A% G (1R B0 R
EION T AERE R AT TS, A AT TN SETE UM AN ST A ) AR Xyl SR T T REA B A B . TR
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SEEFIMER 1T Ok B CATERVEWT I 3RS 045 B g g 28, thn] DURAERLZERT ST ik e 1 4h 42
S AR R B 55 R, AW TCR A IIREA SR, ARORIHEFUAT DA HCE 2 1A 28 AT
BEATHE ST, ASRANIHI T A A2
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