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Abstract

Aimed at the problem of loosely connected sentences lacking in cohesion and coherence due to
improper use of discourse markers, the research makes a comparative study of the use of contras-
tive discourse markers in CET 4 & CET 6 writing and in native English speakers’ writing to find out
whether they are overused, underused and misused by Chinese college students based on the two
corpora of CLEC and LOCNESS with the aid of Wordsmith 5.0 and Chi-square Calculator. Results of
this study indicate that overuse, underuse and misuse do exist in CET 4 & CET 6 writing. The caus-
es leading to such improper use include Chinese writing pattern, lack of stylistic differences, L1’s
influence, teaching methods, learners’ avoidance learning strategy and insufficient information
presented in reference tools.
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1. 518

PG RZIAEN . ANEFERPE P b, ERAEESER S - MEENEERER. N 7L
Wim s, —ANEZENFBOR R IHE BN ZHE . RiE B 28, EMEMPmES,
EARICIE AR Bt B R IE RG], RUMEFBUOEE N EE SEBUEEE . EBmiEF, EiEid
RS EEN B2, BRI ER, R eI

EE LR, EARPSUE, BFENHESY . 2Es5. IHEIES Y. B, BI85,
B 4 A3 O I TR AR ICIE AT T RE M TL . EAMOE S 2R R R E M. LU Schiffrin,
Redeker il Fraser QR MITE & F ATV TEE PR ICTE 2 IE 05 A0 B Z T B, MIXEiEIEFRICiE RS
HANER R, HALEF N SCEE Blackmore FISCHCER IS, A ATEIEARICIE 7S EEAR H OR 15 56 L EE I
s By AT 2 18] (R A SR P Rt 44T

AHEE TSN 3E, E N 2EE BB T TP R, 46T 21 thal, ABKE1992) [1], MR
12(2002) [2], 37kF-(2000) [3], Z=T52%(2004) [4], ¥ KM(2001) [51%. E N IIRFR B0k 4 25: LLE
TR EOCEEIS A S M B TT, FETERERT T, S —A8U LA B AR TEEARCE T, 1 well,
but 55, ALK B AMEIEARCIEDT U LRIR o (ERE 3K 8 FRIE TE PR IC1E B FOEAR A L, Tt o K2
A BE SAE P T IORERRCTE I RS SR b 2 b

FRYERT N IR TS, A5 ) 0 HERf 5 FH U5 8 bR 1018 2 I HE VB 72 11 IR 3 (Altenberg, B. & M. Tapper,
1998) [6], HE KA THE S /E Pt 2Nt . Schiffrin (1987: 126) [7]41 Lenk (1998: 245~257) [8]42 H1 1%
EFRICIE BRSO AL | OCER:, Bon A OE BIRIE OB IOC R, WEILE A S R RN
o AATTHETEAEARICTE B AE — Mo B E AR - B bR & N TR BE RSB SE R E 2T
YR, 25 BT 7T 3R IS E AR O T A S R R 11 3% T M (Cheng & Steffensen, 1996) [9], 1 e A
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¢ (Crismore, 1990 [10]; Vande Kopple, 1980 [11])75 H &5 18, I N UEE bric i 52 128 5 1 Ji & A4 I AN
B, I TRECR A 2R TR )2 (U W AT i — 2 1 B R 7 (Deng Fei, 2006) [12].

VERTEEAR G R R — 3, A RimiEbR i1 A & TR ICTE T A R, 78 T 22 b B8k
RE TS SCRHIE R AR . TR SRR T, V5 20 50 A1 1) A — S8 53l A e A K B A
1015, I but AAS [FJ AU A 3E 4T A 50 ——Halliday F1 Hasan (1976) [13] M A 35 & #5540 A #F 52 but, Schiffrin
I BE J FTHE M FERT 9% but. Fraser A1 Malamud-Makowski (1996) [14]%} PG 3E 15 A E1E (K #6437 b7 1018
HEAT T XL ST . FETORBEFRIE, Iten (1998, 2001) [15] [16]#F %t T although KU X, I\ It 4 o
S AR R 7S S AT 9w B . Blakemore [17]38 32 404 nevertheless 1 but 78/ 2 2 SIS - Hall (2004)
[18]2% T~ Blakemore i1 Iten [ 5T B8 704 1 but BN X . KA Fraser [19]ik BB briciBlE R
—ANMEER T, WHREATE R O R R IR B B T 1A LA EATT, B — i R A
B B 19 70 2 B R G T b T (R R AE (5 IR S IR AU Al T T, (2 A 45 SR i 4 2R 1B b i
B FCR R KA FH G 2 06 2 TERE

g LRTR, EAMF T EEP RS T L, HLE M 7T 2 M AR A A B RS bR A TR R RS
o BRI — LB 5E 7 B EE RS EARICE, BV 2R T ENNAECS (SR ) R
A, KIHFEARECR RN A BRI HE TR E K& 5 AR 10 15 6 LU A 72 97 A 22 IL(Ma Guanghui, 2002 [20]; Li
Qiaolan, 2004 [4]; Deng Fei, 2006 [12]), XLemf bt T 2417, 1F 7R ORISR, (R R A2
FIRE M — 282 FT G S8 F i BT 5 1B AR 0TS 2 8] 1) S BRI AT 78 36 B IR 1B AR 108 X 32 7 5 VR i
BB KIEH](Cheng and Steffensen, 1996 [9]; Deng Fei, 2006 [12]), SR tAE W F1GH TR ZE L
(Crismore, 1990) [10], 1XZRBIEEARICTE X2 S B IERERMERTIASE, BIIETEE 2 1) SHEH 7.
tbAh, WRAREATEE RAERE— BN BARRE B ICE, BERATA AR IR — ARk
ST XE—FFEARCIE N KRG TIEA L W, FEAS F AL A [ R 2 AR e 56 R 24 A 2 TR f B — 2R
TEEARICIE PAE FHAEXT L

2 BN E, ASCHEET CLEC R LOCNESS X A 4di i, B Wordsmith 5.0 1477 115743,
X EEHT ISTEABARICIETE R R TG I\ 75 GAE ST S 9 35 K5 A B ST rb (148 P AR 21 A0 ol A ) LU e 7
DA BLANGESE KA AR SR AR SCAH B, BT 2RARIEFRICIBAE KA TE Y . ANRAE S & B AFE T 2 18 A
A R A

2. Wit
2.1. #f5I0)E

ASSCAN 812 DA WF )
1) FIrRIGEPR LB RE IO . NSO R SR B A KR ?
2) I PIX EEAN A ) S R AT R L 7

2.2. HEIER

AHIF TR TE A A r ] 27 5 3 DR TR B ——CLEC 936 KA1 SRl FE——LOCNESS. Hi#%E
HHORIEE R 2 W CLEC HTHETE RIS 7 ST2. ST3. ST4. ST. Al ST6 iX 5 M HMRE AR FFLIE K
PR IRERE, 3t 119 . AR iR R B T E SSEAMEF 213, EsE e A, RNt
bR 2 AR RSB b KA o ASHF T A ST3 A STA. 23 Wil AETEE £k ok 22 AR DU 4 it 3, 3% 203,895
AN BRI AR TGE B RS N R WSS, 3L 203,144 MR, T TERIER R 2B R IG1E .

LOCNESS & H Lonvain K2%4(¥] Sylviane Granger (521 & 956 K2 E MR SCiE R E, 3L 288,177
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i, FrATERIECR B 17~23 SRS RE A, DGR SONE, AAHCL.
23 BREBSMMRIR

5 AN TR SR UG TR ARG TEHEAT 70 38 A S 32 ZER H] Halliday A1 Hason 7328, 312 2% 1815 /= (2003:
13) [21]%: T Longman Grammar of Spoken and Written English % #4428 E{EFRICIE IYCEE, BFFEA0T 20
AMNEP T IEARICIE : on the contrary, otherwise, but, although, whereas, however, yet, though, nevertheless,
instead (of), in spite of/despite, evenso, anyway, rather, in contrastwith, on the other hand, nonetheless,
in comparison, conversely, alternatively.

Wordsmith 5.0 TEAF 7 85 FHAERE 2R T2, H ¥ Wordlist F1 Concordance P34 DI e FH >k 11 545
R, BRI FAREARCTEAE M MR E P R4, DURBL R RS AR e Se R A AE AR A B 2
3 B AR AR PRI = JRAGHR G BRE KL x 100,000, <77 5 g B RO R 2 3] g iR
HARFAT RATRS, DURIIAI S KA SCAREL, ERZIEEIT . ANGAESC bl i 24 A A i /i A
BT RIRTEAR TS, AN BRI TR SR R E, SR\ P B ()2 75 17 76 2 2 22 7% (" means p
< 0.05, “**” means p < 0.01 and “***” means p < 0.001).

3. BiEDH TR

X F A B — MU IR B AR ARG RSB Y AN R R AR 2
A KR ?
3.1 Hd B E AT RETRIRICTE

BFR LRIEMN p {H, MIESERFEIGRIESCHLL, ERFEIGEN . SNEAE Sl 2 1
FA BRI IMCIR A A, ik 2,

Table 1. Distribution of the 20 CDMs’ Frequency in LOCNESS and CLEC
5= 1. 20 ML AT IEFRICIBE LOCNESS #1 CLEC S HUSiZE S

LOCNESS CLEC (ST3 & ST4)
BT A R (288177) (407039) it i i
JFaasg  bRdEA AR RS ARHEIIER ®)
although 222 77 66 16 31.329 0.000™""
though 150 52 124 30 2.664 0.103
but 1298 450 2401 590 125.785 0.000""*
rather 113 39 19 5 21.018 0.000""
otherwise 29 10 84 21 6.377 0.012"*
however 591 205 271 67 55.357 0.000""
in spite of/despite 68 24 25 6 7.911 0.005™
anyway 22 8 6 1 4.279 0.039™
yet 124 43 20 5 24.278 0.000™""
nonetheless 0 0 0 0
instead (of) 128 44 49 12 13.344 0.000™""
on the other hand 50 17 217 53 27.067 0.000""
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Continued
on the contrary 7 2 77 19 17.451 0.000""
in contrast with 1 0.3 1 0.2
whereas 44 15 8 2 7.812 0.005™"
even so 21 7 0 0 5.832 0.016"
nevertheless 10 3 7 2 0.000 1.000
in comparison 3 1 1 0.2 0.000 1.000
conversely 1 0.3 2 0.5 1.205 0.272
alternatively 1 0.3 0 0
Total 2883 1000 3378 830 15.938 0.000""
Table 2. Overused CDMs in CLEC-ST3 and ST4
Fz 2. 7€ CLEC-ST3 #A ST4 sh#id % 1 F i 4 29E1E+R1CIE
e Gt o s
; JFaEE  ARdE AR LY GETES PRAEAL AT
but 1298 450 2401 590 125.785 0.000"
otherwise 29 10 84 21 6.377 0.012"*
on the other hand 50 17 217 53 27.067 0.000""
on the contrary 7 2 77 19 17.451 0.000™"*

WRPEZR 2, 93 R AEMESCHLE, 7ERFIEEDY . AR SCH gt 2 68 H I R Ar ic B A
but, otherwise, on the contrary 1 on the other hand, JfE /R EFER. BRNT FBREIIEX, THE
KRR SR 22 A AH A but (RS AR 5 =1, {5 but 75 CLEC H AR IE B LLTE LOCNESS H 1412 =1 1
%o KRS VA BRI K 2 AR AR S S A 1) A FH o T R B AR B R T R TR ARG . UkAh, PE
KA K EE F otherwise, on the other hand, A1 on the contrary, R Al 14E 5435 5 1E b S RERGE

“EN, FTim, AR EAEE R A
3.2. W ERBFEIIIEBIFRICIE

T L RITER p B, MIESRRAETGEESTHLE, R IIEN . NS gad AT

Y EiBinidiBa 10 S, Wk 3.

Table 3. Underused CDMs in CLEC-ST3 and ST4
5% 3. 7£ CLEC-ST3 # ST4 Hfi i /D Al 04 3 IF 1B FRICIE

- LOCNESS CLEC (ST3 & ST4)
%?ﬁ%giﬁﬁiﬂ (288177) (407039) o Ezf)ﬁ
J5 s AR PRAEAL SR JEaasAE  hrdEA AR
although 222 77 66 16 31.329 0.000™""
rather 113 39 19 5 21.018 0.000™""
however 591 205 271 67 55.357 0.000"""
in spite of/despite 68 24 25 6 7.911 0.005™"
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Continued
anyway 22 8 6 1 4,279 0.039"
yet 124 43 20 5 24.278 0.000"""
instead (of) 128 44 49 12 13.344 0.000™""
whereas 44 15 8 2 7.812 0.005™
even so 21 7 0 0 5.832 0.016"
Total 2883 1000 3378 830 15.938 0.000""

e 3, AP RAAAMESCMLEL, fERZEIGED . NEAE SO Had A8  # r RiE brd s A
rather, though, although, however, yet, despite, whereas, instead (of), in spite of il anyway, FE~H
REZES. 1E CLEC H{f FIANZ 5 — =) however HfE LOCNESS # Ml FAZ D 3 5. FHJER, 7
TR R RN, A E R EE AW T but, 10938 K& AR ) T8 FH 1E =X 19 5217 however

3.3. WIRIRFE AR FIEBIRICIE

FATEIZ —F8 0 Bt B ST A . A PR B s R A A SRR TR AR s but JEATHRAE, B OR AR JEAS
REVEERAILAE AT but, WIFH though/although SEH . 1 ELAISEE K22 AEAHEL, it 2 A6 A but. 4 T 61
TH#B M CLEC:

1) Though the salary is not high, but he takes the job.

2) Though money is necessary, but you can’t buy anything with money.

3) Although he is a small child, but he helps his parents to do many things.

4, BEREITIEIBIRICIBEAHERANERS
X — o Bl B 28 AN A e e 38 X SE TN 24 1) JEL R A R 2
4.1, MBNEIERBYEER

R ] K 25 A YR A B B SO B S AN, X AR ILAEARA T AR SCRI BSOS R . T 936 K 2% AR A
HEFR BB I T 2 R FH R A DR DO 15 1 B A 2 2 78 0 22 5 TR R 2 i) v ] K 22 2 () 984
S, AFEEEARCEREE . R SUESCHE, A T RORE R R, SMEHAH “ BAR----H )2,
=Ty AT, BN, AR ST RIETEARICE . I AESIAEES, AT RN FERER AT
KA, FHA XL PE B AT bmic 8 B R RCsetE B0 SR ], SX ARG RY but, otherwise, on the
contrary A1 on the other hand ()i % 1# F UL X rather, though, although, however, yet, despite, whereas,
instead (of), in spite of Al anyway FJid/b1d A .

4.2. BERBRIRMRZ

o R S AR X TR T 2 TR B AR XU 22 e SR AN ARG R o FE /NPt R, RHEAR KU 1
HMABRAE N FEFEBET, X FE S A 15 2 (8] 5 A4 KUk 22 S = B, X 0 5 80 B 951 2
S F R Z E S BIE RS RS R Bk, ZEARAT R 9eE SR 2 I 5 UK, X p—
SE AL A A AR LT (100 24 FH DA ) — S 3 B B AR i iB i Ad B . AR4fE Bible et al. (2000) [22]
H1 Quirk et al. (1985) [23], {ERRNEEHT R AN, but fERNIEERAE, & A NLAH S5 1EE, rather,
though, although, however, yet, despite, whereas, instead (of), in spite of 1 anyway #BJ& T~ 5 1E 219 H
o PRI DA A58, B3 R A AR WO S Hb Sl ) 488 B SE R IE SRR R A 2R 1 E ARadil, i R

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2022.101014 110 BURIE 2%


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2022.101014

EISE

22 A T A T AR IE RN, A BB but.
43. BiEI#H

MRIE MBI, SMEE I H SU T RRE, THREE S IR0 E, BARES
HOAEE TR R E SRR I BAE S — MBS R RE Y, EETRAET - NEIRER
REFEELEER . PEREEEE U TN VAR MES AR XS 7S 24T
AR BV FAETE RO TE LA A5 B a8 A FH AR TAN RS 4 AR B R A RE B AR idiE . tbsh, BHEIT
MR IAEAEDOE BT, “ AR (B e ” RAEEIERN, ZEHEREW, PAERRER LR
i 24 though ¥ although 5 but .

4.4, FIEEIRE 5] K

2 ) 3 B2 5] RIS AR BN . TERIREEHT R RIS, A E K& A i ) T A e s o, BE L) 7
P AT RTEE AR IC U, T [ aEEf FH S  BE M B AN IR 4 R I R R AR IR 1 . but FE R L. 5
B 2143 G BB AR I T, AR K 2% 2R an A M B2 fk ) but, B B AT rather, though, although,
however, yet, despite, whereas, instead (of), in spite of Al anyway 1% 5 M 1E R I A5 TEARICIEA
WX . ARG Selinker (1972) [24], AHEL TBREF 7 H, 4 HARN) B ARERE R 4 BRI, [5G AE
EJFETEHRRAT o B, 520 SRR AN TS 4 AR SRS RIA, Rk, S HERRAR A4
H R 2 A 2 E A TR H O 22 A A B AL Y but

45 BERE

FEETT A G T SRR E AR ICE AR . W R e . B IR A i A R S
YErpd 2 i, AR, fa A AL .

4.6. EMEETRATHMRUEEF RS

M 225 TEF M EUE BATE 8 2 [ 2 5 S A — B #5¢(Granger and Tyson, 1996: 23)
[25], TJE&E, XFERUE R —E SR FAEARE IEHH I RIG BRI

E&InE
oS R SR AR L 25 2 L I B 4 BB, No. NR2019028.

SE 30k

[11 ks ERESCEM] dba dEaE S SR iR, 1992,

[2] B, IEEBARIESIOERGE S /E: A II]. AMEZE SR, 2002(5): 350-354.

[8] $54°F. SiEHiEEARICIE E 25 [D]: [ L2008 30]. M T RAME S K2, 2000.
[4] Z152. JOES)FEEFCEER A ISR, fERCE S ERE 5B 52K, 2004(3): 14-150.
[5]1 KM, iEEFF IO ALRAR]. AR SME, 2001(1): 5-130.

[6] Altenberg, B. and Tapper, M. (1998) The Use of Adverbial Connectors in Advanced Swedish Learners’ Written Eng-
lish. In: Granger, S., Ed., Learners’ English on Computer, Longman, London, 80-93.

[7]1 Schiffrin, D. (1987) Discourse Markers. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.
https://doi.org/10.1017/CB0O9780511611841

[8] Lenk, U.(1998) Discourse Markers and Global Coherence in Conversation. Journal of Pragmatics, 30, 245-257.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-2166(98)00027-7

[9] Cheng, X.G. and Steffensen, M.S. (1996) Meta-Discourse: A Technique for Improving Student Writing. Research in
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[10]
[11]

[12]
[13]
[14]

[15]

[16]
[17]

(18]
[19]
[20]
[21]
[22]

[23]
[24]

[25]
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