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Abstract

Synonyms discrimination in English vocabulary has always been the top priority in English learn-
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ing, and students usually adopt a rigid way of memorizing but ignore its own meaning, which often
leads to the phenomenon of unable to use or even wrong use. In recent years, the emergence and
application of corpus have brought great convenience to English learners, especially the discrimi-
nation and learning of synonyms in English. Based on the Corpus of Contemporary American Eng-
lish (COCA), this paper selects vague, obscure and ambiguous as the object of study, which have
the meaning of “#Mif{”, and makes a comparative analysis of their word frequency, collocation
and semantic prosody characteristics in many aspects, hoping to provide new perspectives and
help for English learning and explain how to use corpus in teaching to grasp the difference of syn-
onyms more accurately so as to help students improve their interest and level in English vocabu-
lary learning.
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1. 518

FESEAR A ST o, JRATTASHE R A V22 BAT AR LU SCIA) 2l 1) 5 AR I A AR B AT H b A X
53, FTCACAAE RN 58 B R E SR, T B T SR A R U 2R, IRATAE A R T SEE TR
WP S TP 2R . ARG WNGT, EFEAKGET, R R A
NEFZ R “quiet” A “silent” o BARE AT HROURIBEBIRSY, (HILA G 1T FRHE
FORASH G AT AR M B0ES B R AN, B RN 2 R n] G2k NP 2R 1R

WEARFRATTAE T JB AR AT I EE, IA FRATT At 2 S 4R S B I AT 1 O 2. DA UM AR A
R4 2% A5 AR KRR AT UEAR, 25 RO F AN AR, AR R R 4y, A IER A X 23 3
] B BV R R AR AT IS FH o VB R 1R A AT B A SR AT 4R A 1 59 — Pl %, A SO L X vague.
obscure 1 ambiguous =ANMEAIAIE NN KR, 0T FAETERLEE A FITESRAIE AT, 800, 15 A=
ANTTTH PR B RAE, A HBOX 3T SR R 2 5, IR TE BHEE RSB HUA TP IMIg H, 4 98B 3Us
H SV R R, A A R (1 R B I BRE R (s T 3K

2. MRIARF*.

BT, BEAEMSEARPTGERE, SMRREMIEREZGMAE, AR T 5ok B s PG
Bk ——35 [E 2R HAE1E B (Corpus of Contemporary American English, f&i#k COCA) N7t 1. H.. COCA
TERHESEE T NG, /MU, J0a, HRARDA S AR T SE FOMOAN [R] SO, 1R EROR, T B AF 233811 2000
JitETE, B R

FHEWF I NS vague. obscure F1 ambiguous ZEAS [F1E I8 1 i 20 A I 1, 5 35 A G iR DA B W 8%
HIBTCRHIE, o gh WTE R ZRIBRES A LRIk 4k AR, X3, 2005 [1]).

3. #F COCA BRI ERNIT Lo

It COCA VBRI EH R R ZR . SRR LKA R, X H AR, 5. 5
FAIE S 7 AT LA /04T, 45 vague. obscure #1 ambiguous = AME AR RSN L. A [FIE
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BUE

ARG BRI AR = R .
3.1. jASAXIEE

Table 1. Statistics of word frequency distribution of vague, obscure and ambiguous in COCA Corpus
5% 1. Vague. Obscure F1 Ambiguous £ COCA i&#! B hRYiRSA Y f e it

vague 6630 6630
obscure 5234 3504
ambiguous 3773 3773

L FRATI ] A X =AM R S, T RAR B vague SEBENBRIIG . SOBI . ASEAHA; obscure fif
B EIE 0. BEREE . BRI BE A ANTE R BRI 28 M7 ambiguous A BURIANE 14, IR AT
AR ISR R . YT vague AT ambiguous #4NiA], obscure I SCEINFE R, I H e nT LA 4 A g)
WA

MF 1 ATRAE 3% =N SOl 3L I s B R P J9: vague. obscure. ambiguous, i %4
B A B S ARBTG5, vague RS AIELLT-#2 obscure Al ambiguous i fi, obscure [AATEY IH &2 %
1%, UaBH B8R 2 ANATTAR SRR “RORIR” I8 SCEE S i i) T8 H vague 1 ambiguous, {H 52 ambiguous
F1 obscure FATIEZEFEASK . 1T obscure 24 4% 7] A1l il A At ] AR “fi . BOIANTE, #5E; BR
B AR B RO BRSO R o ORAHE T R B R AR R T, R )5
AR R AR obscure FFE 2] i) 4 () FH 32
3.2. NEHEEPEIRSS

BrEH(2002 [2]) A BT ATH T XM R T E, MAENES GBI, P HAFEEER
B IR R SEITE S AR R . R SO R B AEE AT, (HREATEAN A 15 I AR 2 AN [
HHEIAFRAE, BMELE R — B 2RIk B 2= 5 . UV AE iR 1 2 AR AT
EE I E KU ERERE, NS vague. obscure A ambiguous 7E AN [FIE e (SR BT Se it .

Table 2. The total frequency of vague, obscure and ambiguous in COCA
%% 2. Vague. Obscure 1 Ambiguous £ COCA F fiE g & FI I 2555

vague obscure ambiguous
TEI Epz L7ES (ks SIES (ks Gy ES
(permil) (permil) (permil)
i 724 6.20 312 2.67 303 2.60
N 2231 19.95 745 6.66 308 2.75
S 1247 10.63 969 8.26 545 4.64
K 910 8.05 784 6.94 364 3.22
AR 1518 13.63 694 6.23 2253 20.22

%% 2 IR, vague TLIRAEAE . /NG A% EAMUHT ] vh B A8 IR A0 T 59 AP, U B AE A
Birh, vague MM AR . wlt vague T 5, E/NBSCAR I F 2, ik 2231 WK, /NI 3R] LR AR
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R4S, XU vague FIATANERE . H HAESARSCARHIE SRR, EOEYRD. 5 vague
2Ll ambiguous — 1A 5 H WL T2 AR AT, W b vague O FIAECE £, 1 E AE HoAh DU SeA R
A P AR AN Ry, Ul BN IR 22 R SCA R B =X FH ambiguous, ambiguous A8 5 [ &b e o, B3
HFEM AR AT a0 /MR 3, obscure I BEIN) Z, BIFE/AMIL. J23E. HRACHIZ AT IY
ANTEICH 0 P A LU B8 i, AE BB SR M PR Ak, % B Al A B v, 1BH obscure
B2 T XA EmMAZ DB s+ .

33 HBEANEEER

AR LR AN R LI G, FRATT o] LB H LR C SO 58, AT 4R TV A . o F— ANk it
[ — FE LA H B AR e, TSR AL 5 B A 1] 1 B PR RS . M B (Mutual Information Score) /& 454 #
AT [ BT R 3R AT A AR B g B ) AT REE AR ELASE, SR MIMELR O, RS 73X 1 A 1] AR AN ] IS H 30
W MIERT 3 B R, BEMERXH AL E DB I . AR T vague. obscure Fil
ambiguous (17 #5 T 1] LA K F4 1 18] B I A0 B MIAEL, A6 2 B DL B AR] B AT 5 1S B AN BRAR] 5 B (—5/+5) -
PEACEH BUTECN AT 15 I EC I DAE RS, 3% MIE K 2)/NES .

Table 3. The first 15 collocation of vague, obscure and ambiguous in COCA
%% 3. Vague. Obscure #1 Ambiguous £ COCA FREYSTEN 9 HI 15 AUFEHLIR

1i1) Tl vague obscure ambiguous
recollection/deliberately/notion/ origins/tends/relatively/provision/clouds/ morally/statute/situations/somewhat/
P memories/memory/symptoms/ somewhat/reference/remain/previously/ status/term/meaning/remains/complex/
H answers/somewhat/sense/feeling/ remained/facts/remains/reasons/meaning/  language/position/situation/nature/
concept/details/term/idea/terms/ named relationship/results

W22 3 AN AECAET 15 FFETCIAEAT 7328, WSS 3 =AM 1A P ) T A0 4% e R T, A a5
B (R IsHEEAR /b . 5 vague $4HC (1) EIl37] 4 deliberately . somewhat; 55 obscure #5t f E17 4 relatively.somewhat.
previously; 5 ambiguous F4HECIIE]E 4 morally. somewhat. ANHER I, =il 3G 10— ANEBC R A 2
somewhat.

¥R, 7 50A vague /£ COCA Hp) B Z LR KEn] 40 9 6 25: 1. #E:&2%: notion. concept;
2. [E11Z.2%: recollection. memories. memory; 3. fiEARZE: symptoms; 4. E&uE: sense. feeling; 5. 4H
528 details. terms. term; 6. AHy:3%: idea. answers. 7% ZAEH IR, EARZIER T, RS,
(5] 12, 2 0 i S P 5 T T s A4 Y ) b e v, S LRIV = 3 AR 2 A v e B B A, & B vague
B2 T IRAAM RS iCZ RS 5T . 5 fiA ambiguous 7E COCA HR I FA T 1A KR 0 4 5
2. 1. PR, Ab3EE: situation. situations. nature. position. status; 2. #&2%: meaning; 3. &K
language; 4. %% 2K: relationships 5. Z5535: result. AT LLEFH ambiguous £ 5 € R8s, AbEE KA B
PRIEFAEC S A o 19 1] obscure MIFETCLLEURE IR, BALZ SERFERL, #ll: tends. remain Al named.
Bt 2 A H 44 1R FEC IR 7E COCA H 1) 2 35 8 LA K BOnT 40 4 5 28: 1. 2K origins; 2. FiLE 25 provision.
reference; 3. FH53%: facts; 4. XK. reasons; 5. ME&3%: meaning. AW obscure 44 ial P #5 IE 17 (145
s P LA HY A obscure (14 1A BC R 2 i R 44 6] . 255 DL BB AT UE =N AR T
FOoRMEEFRAE, Hill: meaning.

4. Vague, Obscure 1 Ambiguous B9iE X #Ixt L 5T
N BIRTEREE S IS5 NIE R EEE T iafEhll e —, &R RIS HAE B £ AR
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BB

SIS, RILH A SCHIE )ORE s, TEIRIE N P2 AR E TR SO (TT52%, 2006 [3]), AR AR I —Ff
FEBCBTFI 1, e I 5 A A [ BOAR AR SCRF SRR T, 5 2 M RSB LG &R . Louw (2000 [4])
I ATE GBI 2 B R 2 R U E & B ER A T, e H E G — A1 AR B R O HE T, 5
VRE CRIRIEFH DIRE . Stubbs (1995 [5]) A RE A1 FERAE SCRIRI 7 AR AP ERE AR =38 . B FEi L
TR R SCHR BB B e (1 3 B 0 2 S 3 AT SR 0 e [, AT B 4 F) B AR RV 2 ) 22

AL HL vague. obscure 1 ambiguous 121 5 B 44 1Al B BC R, PSRRI 0/+5, 20X =AM A (]
FiA DAL [ B E R LR (ML B R T 3), HAR I HE Y, @B AT 100 /N2 E B BCA AT 00, R
BIX ZAME BT IR, B 4 B EATIE SRR .

Table 4. The distribution of the first 100 significant collocation of vague, obscure and ambiguous in positive, negative and
neutral semantic prosody

%z 4. Vague, Obscure I Ambiguous B9RT 100 M EEEECIRERR. HRFMFPE=MENB ST ENI R

% bER ok PR 14

Vague 1 35 64 100
Obscure 2 7 91 100
Ambiguous 1 5 94 100

MHT 100 A2 FEFA LI, A I vague ¥ 55 & FATC 1] 40 threats. unease. rumors. discomfort. warning.
suspicion. anxiety. uneasiness. dissatisfaction. allegation. complaints. dread. apology Z%if], #fi2&—Lt
AR B B PREESE R SRR, IR R A A T A 0 SRR TS R I SR
BC TG 2 AR I BE . SRR 1, 50 sense. feeling. impression. memory. recollection.
notion. concept %5, FEiH K IL vague S5IHAETCIFEICH 35 A, HHHRNCHIERA 64 4, TS
PR HEBC 1E SCR R A 1A, TR vague AT B 2 IRV AR S

Ambiguous [¥JHT 100 5 F FARC I PR LLER 2, Bl an#R 3528 : circumstances. situation., status., position
%, J73%: orientation. signals %5; i& =% language. phoneme. phrase. message. clause. passage %%;
&% legacy. figures 55, X 41a] 35 B2 17 8 O el , 8 2 Hh 1k )31, HOEA 94 4MiA] . 5 ambiguous
FETC R AG 5 A5 T S SGRIRIAEC an: provocation. statement. ambiguity. stimuli. syndrome %5, {HH:
BB N 5, kAT W, ambiguous — iR 22 E B N EE G .

MHFT 100 AN ZFEFERCIE T, KIL obscure W IR AR 2, HlaE &SRS law,
provision. regulation Z8; f7#3%: location. village. towns. origin 28, TR LLSFRER. 2.
A 1l REAE R IEFE T . obscure AT VHARITE X, ‘B AT LA trivia. cult. diseases. corners. joke. dispute.
backwater ¥4 . A& I obscure SR FIFAICE 7 4, SR RETCHEECA 91 4, i S AR
FER/CIE SR R 2 4, [T obscure 5 ambiguous #3A W S MBS S, 2RIV IHEIE SGE. H
IR L, obscure & — AN A R VEIE CEIIIE],  HSHREEAE S E .

5. B4

B EBRE IR E AR RS 5 2] FS NI SO SR A 22 25 P2 1A DR R A BE 8 2 =] SCim] A 2 =T (3
A, 2010 [6]). FIREILAR HI T B Z XA R ER (0 AL A & SR AU SGR M SR, R
U BOZE AR BCANE SCGRFIR AL . 7] (¥ 32 2 A2 s i R 21 & 2 X3 SR $4 AT 9 A
B SCRIRHE R B 2R, SO N R X e AR 1R 5 N B NIMEH: . ORI S A0 D 2 5
IR, HEFReE RAFIAE ST I, RS2 AR S [ A Tl B R L.
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AR, B AT IR RE R AMERT FUE P TT, AN FALIE TRk TR SORI# . 1ERHE

CHCASMEDTFURE TR, ia Mg a8t . B A0 5 B i Ot Fede it 1 o oSt shxtdk
IR S 2 > 35 DR R FE O AT 9 A0 SGRIRIR T R L SCR LG, A7 A6 25| S22 A AE H 2 2] R o

=

B FHRLE TR, WAITTIX A SRS 5 SR 257

SE K
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