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Abstract

Based on a corpus of 120 argumentative English compositions on the same topic written by 30
Chinese English majors through their four-year study period, this study, from three dimensions of
reader/writer visibility, lexical density and lexical frequency, explores the developmental fea-
tures of colloquial style in English writing. The study finds that there exists colloquial style in stu-
dents’ compositions with no obvious improvement between year-to-year changes. The first person
pronouns are found to be frequently used by students. Lexical density cannot be employed to pre-
cisely measure colloquial style in English writing. High-frequency words are overused by students.
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1. 5|8

FETREART] 73 9 BB A B TR 1R . G W5 A0 W 18 28 % I R 1A EAT 28 R B0 A v A FH ) 2
W, AN R BiiEEEEFEREERDE B PPN EE, BA N,
HEWPE . B ]. SR UGR SOOI R T E IR RURE AR, aR e I A R

] 47 25238 X6 A T B AR P B RHAE B S AR X /b, Ure (1971) [2]48 H FHE 5 AR 2 B e ik T i
AR E L, SRR R B AR A S B3 B R A i 2 1 DO o [ A SCRK D7 45(2003) [3 %5 A Al B
BT RN B 21 A E AR WL L VAR AT R LG A A, 45 R R v [ R K S A ) S
AR ) B AR, B 5515 KT 42 S A T894k « SEFEEFIARTT (2009) [41REUH A 15 0T Hb 23 Az
AR Y2 B R R] SR 7 THT R B ] 22 s VBB WA R B B R R E 2 5. DA A AU IR
WV E TR I BRI AR T, S0 ) F R R AT 9T, BT fE & 5, W Fuss oA frik—
7L SATI

BT, AW EE AR I RV FE AR A A A = ANERE, R 7T [ P X TR
AR 1~4 SRR B A S AR R AR FEAGARE? EA, BAE HERHEREE S5 K i s 2
WEFER K R ?
2. WisEii
2.1. ERIKIR

W FETE R SRR T A ] P 0 X 48 08 S AR R Bl 30 A A BAE . AT N 18~23 &, H
4%, K26 4. BIEFRESG—H 2012 FHELM )\ HE B H Comment on College Students’
Attitude towards Phones Calls and Text Messaging, SCARERNBPIL L, W 45 8 N5ERK, AEEE T IE
B E L ETRE, EORIGERSIEW, WEA DT 150 1.

2014 4E 9 A, WERFERAE—ERIMEST, 2015 49 AL 2016 45 9 A A1 2017 4 9 H 43558 i 4E
T WUEERIAESS, T 4 SRR T AR AAE IR — BAEER R 58 ) 120 AR RUE SC, 1305 5 6369,
8384, 8601 F17011, L1t 30,365 MEST.

2.2. BROTER
1) ERHMEE: AW AT NTTE . 1A AR TE R RN, BRSO IR N 44, e

%5,
2) BEAEEEBIE: EH AntConc MAFGIH LG AR RHESR . b A XSGt
10,000 ] RIAHXS A . ARAEMIIAR (B T-38]) = WLEEMAL + S MIEL * 10,000 (7 WUEEHEL RG22 3] 150
SEBR BRI RE BRI IR} KN BT A0 [5].
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3) ANVCE B K osiE R TR (PR 1 AR i @B Bhahia . B %) B 15 B 1 (stop
list), FHizH AntConc FAFGiit iR A3 )5 SCAR A SR TE 7 (token) S (BP & 7]« 31 T 2518 Al IR ) o
FUARBTHZIW. NETFGI, B REE S5,

4) PR AG: AE A AT T RANGE 3 #7 Ab 385 SCA )45 43 A 5 1l —— B 3% B B 1000 4],
YCH 1000 B, AR RIS B AMATL, o0 v S AR AR 25 (Type) o S 1A B 2

DL T IR O B B, 40 S A A R R D R #S R SPSS 13.0 HEAT Gt 40 AT -

3. BR 51118
3.1. EEAEERIE

F5 T Petch-Tyson (£ 51 H SCAK D545, 2003 [3)Brd/ME# RIELRIRIS:, AR EZ M —/ Z AR
Al AR /N R ORI AN 2 BESHOHAT

%1 R, FAFHE - AR E BRI AR R AR, SIFEE, %5 E 1~4 FHME
H— NIRRT RARE MR S, BIESE A S E TEmim, SR RS 0ko5 5%
(2003) [3]. EFITH(2009) [6]8F FIEAR—F. 2= >]F Mtra) T8 FH 28— AFRAIRARIE CEM S ALY, e
LEELEMBRIA T, BB — AFRARIA ik B A A 5 Bt iR R IR SR B M . RN B R —/—
NFRARGAEDL, I8 SPSS FAFRIUKT Lo M J5 AT 70 br, 5 RRIAZIRAE 1~4 FL B A B3
ZEF(X* = 6.86, p=0.334), UiHIZIRIE KL AR S B 1015 5 1E o 22 Al 55—/ = ARRARA

Table 1. Relative frequency for the first/second person pronouns

F 1. F—/Z AFRRIARERTInER

T 2 B B ~ ‘
AR — = : ] fit

H— AR (HED): 1, me, my, mine 363.6/73 1 161.9/77 1 270.8/75 7 201.7/F5 R 998.0/73 1

H— AR (ZHD): We, us, our, ours 276.9/75 ¥ 206.0/75 7 330.9/75 343.6/75 A 1157.4/77 1]
B AFAHE R EED): You, your, yours 150.1/75 ¥ 119.1/77 1] 156.4/77 1] 91.8/77 1 517.4/F37
it 790.6/ 5 487.0/ 3 1] 7581/ 6371/ 2672.8/ )71l

RNERRFE —/ Z NFATF A BB, X SRR B 2 3 T R E RTINSk 45 SRR 2
BRALLE S — NFRARIA B R A B35 22 R (X% s = 60.19, p = 0.000, X 3 45 =23.45,p=0.000; X,
s =71.79, p = 0.005). WEHTRAT, KIH— AFREECD TIEH SIS 69.67%, HTAEH Fi#E REE
EEAEH G, TR, DAAM e B, W ‘T think...” , “Isupport...” , “Idisagree...” , “I
approve...” 5,

MEL 2 AILAKIN, 2 EAE 1~4 R B S AR Ry dbdnl S A ey, 5 ) FR LE A b
R justreally |z T BIESGESES, MiESE R R FBO i 14 AR AR A & . 18 H SPSS 3K
RO L3 AT 730 AT 20 BT, 45 R 2 ARTE 1~4 SR BUS B Il 548 AR 18] /70 i 1] AR 1] AN A7 7 I
FEMEZERXC = 16294, p = 0.061)0 NFERNIRFTAEFTEDL, XHTHHABEEL AT IERVE R R, Giitss
TR W R R A AR AT AR G R I ARAEAE BB T (X o em = 0.34, p = 0.56; X2 544 = 0.14, p = 0.71;
X% 45a =0.81,p=0.37).
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Table 2. Relative frequency for situational pronouns/particles/fuzzy terms
= 2. 1FERERERIA/) iR/ ARMR R SRR

%m%;% T B - - : it
BE B/ B AR BEHR AR Here, now 7.7/J38] 2.4/751] 4.5/751] 8.3//3 1] 22.9/J5
SR/ ELTA] . Just, really 26.3/J71d] 36.9/ 151 28.3/ 3 1] 25.0/771d] 116.5//31d
B3 kind/sort of, and so on, etc. 10.2/J5 1] 8.3/J3 1 3.4/75 1] 19.5/J5 ] 41.4/J37
Bt 44.2/753 47.6/733 36.2/ 73 52.8/77 180.8/73 1

L HMES B S ARRRE 5T, B AR 1 Mk 2 aLUREL, 220 H 1 1~4 SEH M BUSARRRIE
Iy HIN 834.8/131d], 530.46/J51d, 790.43/)5%, 680.99/)3; K BARENL i E M BIE IFRE
BTG S AP BE i B, T 2IH ARV R R E . X SCRK D7 (2003) [3]#F78: 36 B R 2E AR 1/
VE# SIS ARRFE S 1197758, R B HH B PG 3 b X 9l 2 S B 7E 1~4 SR B 3 1] (045 FH
L)k E KN 4~7 A

3.2. WILBE

1 BoR, B 1~4 R BN R A R Ik . A 5 G SRR G2 A7 R B3
PE, EATRDN R TT 20T T7 2RI 45 A (p = 0.640 > 0.05) R WAL 8] 77 =55 1, il 2 A R 3R 07 2 A e
ZORFKA . PRRTT RIS R DR TE T S E AR 1~4 SR BUSFRILE R AR #EF = 1.372,
p =0.255>0.05), AL R SOR TS B R4S RN HITEER, 285 REB WIS 5 2 FH b, X
AMEBEANEAVEE L, FREFERRET2IEESEIRE P ZZELARMREALE, a6
e HARE AR R R J Tk il 2 JE A 31K 1) 75 2L

1L

56.5 56.3383
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Figure 1. Mean development curve for lexical density

B 1. AL EEEL R

HBE DB 1 ATBUR B, S S E AR DR BCS MR AL S KT 50%. Waller (1993) 7]
P SR B R T EEE T 50% IR SCAT Bl 8 N ERESAE, (HEEGABITTE | 2R R, WL % R
A RX A — SR (0 1, we, you SEARRACANAESCOR R Z MBLR, KFERIERICE KT 50%,
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WIS RIS RO IS SR, T A R S AR SN £R % (2013) [8]58— B AL E A RIREF
b S e —1F B A AT A R KT, 8 — 0 B RN B R TE I e I S i 27 21 3 B A B AL RFAE

3.3. ia4

WMEEE 3 W LARIL, 2SI EE 1~4 M BE 1000 1755 53] i 458 FH L4 20 591 63.87%~72.01% A%,
Fen AT A5 FH B A 350 B o 9B KT B i B o S BARIR T % 21 3 1 A A, 1E A SPSS
B RBU N AT 79, G5 R R 14 SR BB E M % (X7 =2.374, p = 0.984), JLifHlk2E
S1E AR VAR K B BEAE S AR RIE 808 1000~2000 A4 8], %45 5 U5 4 (2003) [3]. XIP4LE
(2005) [OVSEMF 7T 45 H— 8, DB b A8 5 {F 1AV ik B fak F AR 24 B B ST A5 00 A R A, SRR O
EILR R . WREZZRAI, BT T ) B AR, BB PIRPEE . R SR ST
Bz, PRIANEICE B8 B R 2EB Bl 2 ) AR FLIR, AT BB E T2 ) 3 K22 B A 2 e 1 2 AR AR
WRART FRTEBZ BB, IR H B .

Table 3. Lexical frequency ratios

3. BEFRIAALL R

ﬁﬁ%;%”““ gy gy =t LD
0~1,000 R 72.01% 63.87% 66.38% 64.92%
1,000~2,000 13.00% 18.50% 17.96% 16.67%
AR 4.68% 4.36% 4.19% 4.65%
He 10.30% 13.26% 11.46% 13.76%
4. IG5

AW, T E P A X GEE Tk 2 E i S A (S E AR BB WL A A S
IR I SBA B TR S AP IR R A B0, o R AR R G . 22 EIiE e
SCGAE AR AL A — ARACTARIE W e TAVE AN REA R X 3[Rl — S (L R IR, Jei ki S
W AR 2 SR LR AIE . 522 B RS LU RN 3, 36 e fa P A A o 4]

BT UUERI, AOFFRH LT ZIESEHEEN: 5%, EIRIETSIERE D, HnATLL
B 28— ARG NGRS R A SRR S M 0 — A o e, mHEBE R ER, HIUE
FEMOULAE SEE MR R, REEE SEE Z RN, HU, HOM RG0S i S A 01
RO, B E M SRR, B RS  DE IR T, DT RIATL SE 385 e Ui 77 20K 2
VBRI B Ak i) 2 ARG AL 7 RN, AR s ih = AR IR A A 22 AR

IR, AFHFAXMNEVEENCE LR TT . SCHRAUR T UG8 S0, ARRATFERT AN B S A AT
ZYEFEIRTT, IRRISOAR AT B LR S0, RS S, DUION ZIE S AE PR RO FU iR AL Sy
FHE. BBN®R

EHEWH

BB ITREW ARSI E SR T TEE S EBEERE /IR (5 20181S503),
A BRI H 7 ARG RS L2 A B AR IR SRR BB 7T 7 (95 Ztjx201814)B B
PERR -
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