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Bl RETATEHENT TR MMES

(ATFAR (ZK)) AHEF,

WiFfE 7 ik, A ARFERERELHKFELK)
24 B HAAE R 6 W B K K EHK M 6E L AT LA L, AT

RER, OEHMERLFE, 24508, & (ZK) FILRBE W H &AL LALF 7
& A A RALE AL, AR A S RARYE O & 45 AL E & 09 HM Ao T ARIEH 5
IR e R TR JUAE 48 R W HAM HAT AN A A AR R R

Fok 8. KFEERM; EHE (KFEERAKF R, MR

1. 515

B F LR P RE R LEENIEN
(Hutchinson & Torres 1994 ), “Zht 25 >y E
AT H, WFREBL8% ke 55k A Hbimdk
M, 90% 2 A TR R VR A i B 20b k45 S 17
(Suaréz 2001, #£51FHBAH. ML 2006 39),
WA RFPIHAEB A BT R BF K&
1T, PR E IR FIE AR %, (% AR
HIBAE AWTREL, RIS T RFRIERE,
{HBE 2 iR O B i B TCBE A K= B H LA R
RS LT MR

BT A B ESE . hdm 5T Kk B
C A B AT AR AR R A (R . Eob Ry
R = I B R T ER N OF & g v o e s
JUAS B A58 Bob PF A5 BB A 2 e, 2 IR
“PEfl %IRRT (checklist) 47, “HTFEZRIH
M EFfl A B AR R Z 1 WMEA NE I8 HIWT, &
PR K %, & &R D, BEC 2
EATHED” (EWEF], B 2006: 60), KF%
EHEM T AER KR, MBMHRAAZ,

AT AR B RERIEEMIERE”,

42

B R A BB (RSB LBt )
BOERHE, UAE &S5 ARSS & 1T, LA
Cunningsworth (2002) HI#cA+PEAE BRIE A (kP ,
ZM8 (ZER) AUbRME, WFELEIZE I &R
FHREEMNEST NG, BIENC &R, (Zk) i
1 B TRIZHL A e o AN R A B = A T A vt b oy
BT, DA e 15 0 T il B 2% 21 AR B B e A
FHPEESE AR P IE BRI S I K,

2. BEMAMIEE Bkt oA SR

I3t S BM I TEM R R A,
B R A William (1983) 1 PE £l — B3 % 0
3 [E %% & Cunningsworth (1984) HJ # #1 ¢
#r J] M, 3 J5, Adamson (2004). Breen &
Candlin (1987). Grant (1987). Hutchinson &
Torres (1994). Hutchinson & Waters (1987) .
Mcdonough & Shaw (1993). Sheldon (1987,
1988) . Tomlinson (2004, 2010) #1Ur (1996)
X BM VR TIRABEE, IRk T & A
f BF fr % B8 %, Riasati & Zare (2010) o
Hashemi & Borhani (2012) #t T Litz (2000)
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{19 1] o f EFL Z0bh J T PRAL . 2obd PRAG A 1%
R I 248 D i o 1 2R P SR AT 4 0 VR 2 [ 5 1) 4
ProkscBl, AREEMPIEATHE, Mk
b PP il R ST AE PR 3 I AN N L A =2 0
W7 A it 2 B A BE % M B M b S B O, EL
255 AR (Cunningsworth 2002; 5),
75— TJ5 M, AN TR B E R M Bkt kAT
I8 CL & MY B — FlOgi & % (4 Cosmay 2005
Kennedy 1992; Ljung 1990; Mindt 1997), MM
T A B0kt PF Al Fn 2 B 4@ B S E (722, KBHE
4 2009),

TEEN, — 75 1 P18 2ob PRl 2 Lh i,
i HLEAA T AR PR A BRI R R Al 4 &
A RBA LGB T IR A W, BobPF i
He s b0 A HE A ] S TR A o FE 2, s 1 A
ER, B, k. RARB AR D, SRl E
B MR AN T ER, e 2 55 R AR Mk I e Bkt B 5k
B0, 5—J5 0, MFIIEEM il TR 2
g% #H A%, EBE, T4 (2009) B
7 1990—2007 4 [A] k& 2% W 12058 K 4 1B %
MRS, KR Hb 4 5 I 5
M5 T %5 B AR RS &5 36.3%, £
—EHM R EEEEHL T RE RS A, R
W, b AR, N R s 2 HERD A 28 1 S
TO(ANEEAENI1997 BULAE. X 1992, E I
751997 WIS 1995) T I+ 43 A ZokA A
FRUEAL 5 5.9%, Fl%f K4 5018 2okt Je JF S UE 1A
AT AL 5 2.22%, L IE RO ZOb DF 6l T
e (WF#IBH. £E55 2007), ZEMIFHBFRAGE
FM, ANEREO E > (BEEE. T4k 2009;
77) o BESLAEBA TE R A il 1 1 K2 1B Zobt
AR,

Richards (2001) & £53 47 T okt PEAE
P BT F1E S5 AT % B RIS AL, R E S
BrfnE Vo BréB & 4 B, Wi Bk B H B
IATE, EkBR (1995: 19) 48 “F %&bt
EEWG (s, Wil ERRE) 265
HAERWIHEHMT S, &0 A 2BHEIE,
A A RHER DAY, XM TAE A5 N THAE
A AR S S, DIt Ao ) ) P L R 2 BT

43

Tt 0 B T AR 24 A D)5 S o O TR

EI i E [ N OB B i, SR 218 1R
P BN AR A R BRI, A P E A 2]
BRIETERVEY (BEFRE. #8d 2003) F1 (b
Bl 2 A2 S TR 1B TR R EE) (SCRKDS % 2005,
2009) AT E M 1 4 2 3 v A TR T R
B, FHE AR L SRR I EIE S
FEH AT R, ebeE 21 F R Rl R T A A
AL ARGEEIALEE RN 5y B I T b B2 AT R A5t
(3CHKT7 5 2009), S&TH, 1EATE S AR
L TE BV TR Be AN R, AR ORI
HANR, IEE AN A 242 B R I
F, BIUEH T Bob BRI A SS9 5 2 T4
S1E BRI R BRI R R EANE &, A4
I E R FEBCAMNBCRE IR, A% Tk,
HRRHER, RGEH, RN, AAHERG
WIONE B PRt R R, IR RN MRS .
BB AN KT O AT 37 15, 3 A 0 B PR A A
R NA BT, e kR AA o EE
AR B 3L

3. WESEIhE 51k

3.1 Wz B &

AR BRI ZEH A KA, 1) BHajdkE
WHARFZRIEBM & % A ETHRES
FOIERR? 2) BMETRESRGH. AT
B IAE SRR EIE S MR AR

1) Zhrgiail s 200

2) Hobtxt (FEk) IR R AN IR R A
{5 1 L anfar?

3) LA RS A HL?

3.2 AR A&
32.1 HobhiEsE

VA A E R R BB (E S 0L, A
W28 e R R ) TR AR 5 X, B AL X 4 [ 36 85
FIT e A 2 £ o HE BT R ) b 4 ) 2 R 2 5 Jl e
Gitt, SRR IR S BN GEriLEr K2
WY, HRMEIRA CRF9HE (28R, (k%
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RIEIEIEY, QI RZIIEY, (Hidm Rk F %
Y S HARBA . AR SR BRI B A E A
BFExt g, Mk, b “FEaE ] EERE S
A A R IR R E R T S
(92207 5 25 Bk B2 DRI 2. 0bA A DR 52 (]
15O, 2O BRI A0 TN DL R R EA T T IR
UL T T, EHERKAMNITIHE. 1)
KRSy BB R BT DRI B e, R —
JATREE, ABIEA 2RI, Nk, 8 AT
3EIRICH, £970% M R REUHZ ARSIRSC, B,
CH H AU EA RN L 30% ZhFF A, BES
BRI, CRBY, 2) E¥bES -,
) 15 B m A R PR R B Hike (R BHR) 1EA
HFF AR, SRR BB RS R, =
oy Z— WA 5 £ A JORE R & FI W U 2
Fe . {ZIRBRRFED BB . — 0o miAs ik

B 5 TR Z AR R 5 R B Bk 1 A FE 44
ke DBOS BB BN, TSGR T
ko ik S Al BB BRI R A s, A
TLLRIEAHTE R, AT B850 1 5
By, NMERFREEMIILEERE (BREH
) BIA, BRIRSCIEAMITON G, AT
FE%5,
322 MR AR IEEBMERE

KT RGE, AWM EL o M R F SR H 1T
A (R TR 2 A F TRV, A S
JeHEAL T I B ISR, BTt MY & #obt
A QUHEZERZREY (DLUTFAR 21HE2R)) . ¢k
PRI SIEY (LATRR (LR, ORI (&
B (CLTFR CREIEY) . G ilEr K3k
Y (LUTRR GFTLERY) . R 1A MU E R IR A
HE.

£1 NEBAALEEUHER
ngrkrki | Avhege |  ORF YR
Mok BTH BH B BH
M % 1—4 1—4 1—4 1—4
A, B B CH 64 64 64 80
21 E% ARA | R — R — R
% E96% EAA FHES LS
wwn | FEIREMBE L REEE ) L mm s | AR A

323 W ILHE

A FEF|H WordSmith (5.0) 19 Concordance.,
Wordlist, Detailed Consistency F[1 Keywords Ifj §E,
Horfr, Concordance i T 7% %2 4 2 AV, 5 IiC,
Wordlist $ig it 3¢ A< 5 5 A 15 8 K 1Al 4, Detailed
Consistency 2 fig H T b A4~ & DL B Al 2%, LA
A REE Bk T AR R S, [N
Microsoft Excel {bFRAHFE K
3.2.4  PRflbRiE

FA IR B R UABCF R B KA (R AR Y,

44

Il i 20 b 4 55 1 2 S 20 A B — Fofr el o b e
BB RSB T, (EHCFE RN ER %Y B
bR, NEFEREBM 21780 B, DARIE
A RAPTELE R BRI SEEL, AR 55 10 52 R 22
RERE] (%% 2006: 52), KBRS
LHHENBCE RS &, DEEEMELRS
Fop KA R it i 2 BARFIZ R & (R
EFF . TR 1996)

2007 4E7 ABE EREITEN R (ORFEIEIE R
FEECFEORY R E m P SRR E LA
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PHERE B T E . BRREEIERE
=Rk, Bl—Rgdsk, B 2ok AN & %
R, IRERRATE R B B bR BE T (R
FIEZHWILERY (LLTRR (), 1Ei&2,

CIRIFRY A KA S B R — A T 22 B
5y BHUE T KRBTGS VB ERFITE X TR
FRA2 2 b R R AT &, R KRR b 4
TR B SRR 2 — (GEEE 1999: 26),

x2 (EX) H=AHERREMFEK
—REX BEEXR EREX
i 4,795 6,395 7,676
4 700 1,200 1,870
AR R I 2,000 2,200 2,360

325 EEHERE LM
Xt B AR 1 5 B (1958 bl 40 A A o T RHZE SR
(9 o SR T B TR A 45 R 55 i ) I 5 i 7
HATI R HP IR, AR R RERS
(EER) RALAIRIR bR g T * bL oy b, Bfk
B HEAREBNCRE AR IE HK (lemma)
WO WER (BRI Kact, bt
Al g LA acts, acted, acting {d] 2 i 35 ), [&] i 1) FH
WordSmith 3 PU £ b4 Bl A TRl 26, LI
WordSmith i) Detailed Consistency Zy#E 4> HI% 0 &
MR EFEEIERY (ER) WERE T, %
DhRerl o CZER) Aok o & HELEL &
LRSI . PSS RORAT A Excel b, TiEFISE
HRE SRR, RIFHE HEERT O (E
K EZR o HIEREE JE (lemmatizing) AL BE,

PR IR RIOA & Bobhx (k) B A s,

4. g1 55

4.1 AiCE

RSB 5 RN =T AT, B
TEAF. AR H . TEAFRSCA T A LR A
e, —BHRF R IAKE; KR CE
AR IR, HERR & 5 28 K/ (Baker
1995), 1u] H A& 1l B T A A4 A A T 4%,
fasks. asked. asking 9 A askidl %, K25~
R, ARe B ERRIERE, Bks]
A TRl 241, FiJH WordSmith %P0 £ %
MBI ZREER AR 3 PR,

®3 MNEHMIRERICEST

21 22 Ly KFHIE HALE
iz 58,348 43,825 71,450 65,782
b 6,656 5,873 8,075 7,148
% 4,649 4,155 5,475 4,727

. KA 5 R & B0 M Proper names 5 45 £

MR, MEZHM S, A2 %
Bk CRFZIEEY (71,450), H KK A G
PLBF Y (65,782), (211H:£0) (58,348). (A% )
(43,825), H (RFHEIEY 5 (RER) HER
% (27,625), M-S CRFEEE) EYE
£ (L116) JL-F2h (k%) (685) HIMIfE, 2%

45

o, RNECE B RERY KA (7,676)
EER, U CR“EFIEY (8,075) s Zsk, HH
REUL LT AR, B & Tl 6 Ay Tl e il
AR %A, QUILL) 5 (RR) AHZE 1,000
Ziu, (ARIEN 22£92,00016, IR Kbk i A]
REFEBM AL B B, (HEE AR, Bl
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i =EHMEGFESEARMANE, & AH
Moo WHEH T, BHEER CRPHEE) WL
K (5475), CHIALERY (4,727) Fn €21 20
(4,649) JE, (HRIEY (4,155) &), MIEFF.
REFRIRSE =R R, CRFIIE) AYiEiC
o, CHILERY A1 QUitL) kz, (ALY
BAR, B CRSFEHAE) 4b, = EHAHAIC & RIE
FARZRA —E 2,

4.2 H#fxt (GRAR) =
(ER) REMRERIRMER, KR¥ERiE

B I 5 2R AR S B 4R T I CRA g
2005: 26), MR R Ay 5 R REGS B mt
BMAER TEAE 2 KR E iR BH% HARR 2
K. FAALLI H AL U EEM (GHRY T
EHE/RG, DL QUEEY ShE, R in
H5EERM R R E, fRkE
T (HPRRLE (k) L E bt p B ),
H Jroet I TR T AR I B L R A 5 3,162, ki
LR PR — BRI R (4,79518) i
Hk AL 57551 4,683, 3,162 k1L 4,683 B 4%
i — W SRR R 25 2 67.52%

x4 NEHMX GAR) BE—HKR

—HER (4683) | HHER (1.598) | EHER (1.280) BBAL

wga | wak | BE | pas | BE D ogge | BE ) ER | Gas

21 H#42 3,162 67.52% 372 23.28 % 182 14.22% 1,889 2,360 80.04%
1R 5 2,884 61.58 % 292 18.27 % 142 11.09% 1,733 2,200 78.80%
KFEE 3,501 74.76 % 399 24.97% 214 16.72% 1,969 2,000 98.50%
H AL B 4,148 88.58 % 138 8.64% 48 3.75% 2,126 2,000 106.3%

Bk, BRI, CHHLER) %Ki
LR (88.58%), HAfkkh (K
EY (7476%) . 21142 ) (67.52%). (&%)
(61.58%), VUEEZAGR S — M ZE R IR M 3535
FIRF] (ERY MAETR (4683), (HILH G
HLEFY 1 (RS0 A5 ARG H M B
FRBIER, SCMLF R A RS, IR
FEEA0%, [ Tk R g e R
WP AR RS A TR (CEAR) 2007,
2), BT R SR 7 A b 9 A ]
i, 2Bk Y Bk Bkt S R Y
PR, AL B R A i RS
b, EBEM R SCFT AR 30%—40% 9 H
BRI G B, R HOM R (2 2 51 A2 Y
FAR I 2 TR — e 250, T 0t T
%, RICHN, HHE— B RREBM, 1
2 o (L AR b S BRI 22 2 )
WL, BRI bR G, RAET I
PSSR, (R EARATSEL,

=2
=
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Hok, CRZFHTEY 0w 2K L 1 =5
g (2497%), Qi) (23.28%) 5 2
ACEL, HAh (AR (18.27%). (7 #L %)
(8.64%) , ¥t b oy A5 il FH S il 2 oR 1 75 7% 1
HAE Bk, CRFITEY M CHEr) & A
HEBWRENM A R, H CRFRIE)
e LR TR o e 2R A T B rp ey, CGHTAILET )
PR BRI R SR TR ok 5 R I, H ki
35 2 ey, IE O Bob & 7 A, (R
WY Fn 1Ay & TR E Tk, AR S
FRHHAEEIL, AT HESEM AR,

Hom ERWIL, WERERENA (K
2 1E ) (16.72%) . H & R &k h (21
28) (14.22%), %) (11.09%). €50 #1L B »
(3.75%) ., b UiZE) RULBHEGE H Bk, #5
PO B oRAR A B, AR R AR, B
SR i3 2R TR A Z0b B 26 15 LA EASR T8
SRR KRR R . R R DI AR R
BORFIE SR Bk, 38 rTRESEN A ST R
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SR, 75 SRR RN W R 36 R % % R K
MEERE U, GHARER Y HIFRAR Tl A o5 22
# (100%), HRERRA CRFHIE) (98.5%),
Q1tbee) (80%). (R4 (78.8%), FAIkE
MR B, GHALERY F CRFZHIE) LA Hh
o TR B IR SR BRI, CGHriL g )
Y o RN, B R Bk,
QIikag) Fn (ALY fRAIK. (ZE:k) (2007: 3)
SRS AN R b, REREAE 1L An S
FER W 5 T 2Rz AR RN, AR RN R0k
ii] £ % T Nation’s first 1,000 vocabulary (980).
Nation’s second 1,000 vocabulary (983). Nation’s
Academic Vocabulary (570). Longman Language
Activator’s Key Words List (872). Longman
Defining Vocabulary (2,222) ({ Z& =k », 2007),
AL, CZERY AR RN B AN 8 TRl 2 5%
PR ATAC O Fn s sinic, Bk, X
EB 4 AR S AT UL RE A 8 H 255 3,

BAE, WEAEMRSOT =AB0E2IREK
(IR i 2 e AP AE A R B 2200, R 2ok
S e B R TR B 55 BRI, AR TR T 25 K
4, FEREE (2005) Of A [E 47 2] 5 SRR RHE

IS IERREST TIDE, WE (55, i, K
INE) KRG 26%, WICAR (R, @b, IC
AL BUCEE) H25%, (URTTEE R & E SR A
B FIERIRIS1%, BRSECEE WL
IR RIRZ, HEREA A I MARE
SRR, AREFEMEA A SKHLY: 2] AR A A HY
e (D), MERFHE,

4.3 FHM3iAE R E =

Sinclair 1 Renouf (1998) i\, FIEHFEHY
AR TS S i IR DA Rx 2E TR T Y
O HTERE (patterns of usages) Je HAURAL &
(combinations) |, Cunningsworth (2002: 102)
WoRiE, ES SRS, BARI R,
PR 1 & 15 2 BRI AT, A T 3% %2
VO 52K 2 B b v AR L B O, 76 2okt
TERHEE o (k) IR, Hdan “in
the first place” v ia]2& 20 o] B 462, HXHT
“be aware of 7 H1fJbe. “rack one’s brains” Y
one’s UL R B 4R1R4H “refer to...as...” JFVERG:
EERALEE, THEZAM Y (IR ZR) AR E4
&, WAL,

ORI I 2 DL

2,000

1,870
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1,400

1.200 1,200

1,000

O (mg)

800

700 700

0 Hobf A

587

600

415
400

200

\0/0) % ) U/g)
e s ) i (86 ¢

j(,};ﬁ;im
1

HRAE O T oL B IR B ok sy LUK, $dis
TR (RFBHRIE) MR Rm (82.71%), HAi
Rk CHREFY (73.43%). (YY) (32.92%).
QL) (30.32%), anii 21iked) deld—%
SR Bk BARENL, WIEERA83.8%, MHEH b

:|599 1534

! i =

st (167

S,

HMRAARSEE &R

I TH]H 1ok o5 SR AR I B 0% Bk R, {H
CRZFHABEY T GHILERY [ 515 DURE AT, (f
oy M523 BkARZEE %, Bk, MR R
F, (R 1) MEM e A%,

Lu (2003: 20) KB, WhEKFEER

47
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P SCHR R BCAE A AR fE o/, BLAS T 30 4 {3 A At A7
B #CRIRIZH, 4npose. raise, ask, question]Y
A R R AR, RS R AR A R SO Y
B pose/raise/ask question(s) Y ¥ Aic 7E A7 [l K 2%
A B B R SO 20 A — Ffrask question(s), St
TS B & T 5 22 b v g 908 FH 90 20 1 1] 1 2
&, WoRiEImp — i A, 5ESHEM
{3 & P4 %5 D) A ¢ (Fernando 1996: 30), [
b, FAERE R ATREZ RN S LT
(linguistic ignorance) B A& FNIHM “ANE &K
(incompleteness) 1fij 5% B AL ER (silence) Fil[a]
B (avoidance), #EHE (2003) fi5ith, 4213
FERNCRTRTE B B RS 2 S AR RETE 4 B4R
W P T £ {7 FH I g 50 R IR R D 45 L B AR OC
Ta 24z HIRIP AT By T4 v 28 B B IR e Tl
HEME, WHPSNRE R EMEBVEKE ZRIRYE &R
), o1 MIAPRe 5 518 1B s ETn
BERG A BERAECE (k. SCfkO5

2007), Bk, HWIERICHENEL 2 - MET
Tal B 2% (Lewis 1993; Martinez 20135 Schmitt
2010), I, HE. 1APFETT L R SGE,
B S 2 PR TR A, sl B 7
AR AT IZER 4 FRIE R, B T ZmA e S
b, B SR RANNE & B HIVESORGI, FhH
MAEAR KRR BohE T8N, Bk, anfd
95 A PR A o B I ST 2 g 21 i —
AFBERTAE (R AE 2005: 209),

4.4 FACENR

MR HHE Nation (2001 4) 2 tH A il il Jn iR AE
2 AR, MR, B, SHAR R,
EEMGE, BEC, AR EAE), “42]
B EAEARINE UL T B W — A RE A T AR
KTERNKBAIHERA L L, BBRAGE—ER,
Bl AR FEALLRE PO 25 ok rp iS5 1Y IRl ) in]
ICREfrgett, #ifan#ks.

ol

g A,
x5 MEHMPIEEA 1K GAR) RICHEH
21 #4 Ly KFRIE AL
—HE X 867 852 830 1250
BEEX 230 212 250 82
FHEX 138 107 131 31
PR AR 3R] 3C 396 396 338 420

FSHAR TR, CHTILER) 50— gk
W HAE Bobr PR S U B — 2k 9 A 1,250
A, BIZ)30% 1 e 2 3 I A B — ik, RS —
fr, HA=FEHM L4 830—860 i A%E, HHEA
%, A REE, Gty i— sk
e R, 29h90%, SRiE 2 EIE, 2
h130%, Ui K TR )RR RE A
P BT 200 T TR o B Al P Tk 2 o o
TRl B U5 — M R, B ok
B ER AL 5, (RS Fn 21ty 1R
e B SR R TR 25 AR DY b D, T X 2
A 60—70% (EMRSCHH LB 1 ik, UG LE A
€120y AYE E R,

48

TS Bobt o 5 I R rh T S IR N 3R
Z—o WA A B T N, B AN R
R — 1A 22 S, AN Ia] TR R B T 92 2 B D A
T A 4 e 8 7 A T SRR, B — oM B B
SIABEI R JLFP En iR [R5 21, 0 AR 1]
{_ (Zhang 2010), (ZERK) FoRksgAAE QRS
A LRt sis M, B an R O B —
K, ARIT#ASEREDE, #E. BERE R
B, BIAKTREIR SIS0 IR . FTLL, %
Ui P ARPE DA ERER, 256 LR oL, &M%,
WhTEE, (nSeiEx Bl — kY (Rl ) 1RlE
HIUER) AR S R F80R
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5. Hiifi

A SCES A A Y Bl R A S TR oM TR R
JE, FIRERHESCAS o ek - FOpH o8 15 21 4
B, &Fa (ER) XMUEEMNESNEET T

E RS MR A R LTS, RS REL, THE
B IR CIRAEA F I E 2 THRE (k) 42
Y BARFEEARIRE B By 2ERh, [RIE, ASCh
FOMFE . W DS B 1R T B AR
SAWISEUEEE R T, RPFRBEEMII A RE
Sl WA RERFIEAT “—HWEAT,
MR, “—WEAR” RIARAANRRHE (ZEK)
HIBCE HAREESR, wBobt & Bm S0 B AR
Blk, RREE LOE T E8 S8R,
Bl S Z AR I 2 S bR DL, AR SRR R
BB AR SEUE 7 P Bobr, DAAREFRb 72
2t UREEMPIPLH (Hutchinson & Waters
1987), A FII Tl the vy e 1 R 20 8 07 KA —
AR O T T B 3 K 5 SR kA 5 R A 1A
VA7 BRI,

A SCAN A B B ot DU 2K 5 0 T b gk A 7
TREX AT, IKE IR S Eb sy )&
A B S HbR, 0 iRA Bt it —
P T IR SR UE S 22 05 78, SEH T AR
RIS A Mt — T,

SE 3k
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a one-semester action research was done to scaffold students’ theme-related group oral presentation by applying
the Project-Based Learning Approach. The cooperative learning effect was optimized and students’ language
development and their academic awareness were apparently progressive in the project of group presentation on
current law issues with the efforts of the researcher in designing the tasks, the peers’ exemplary demonstration,
the afterward questioning and oral defense and teacher and peer evaluation with operative criteria. A particularly
valuable finding of this study is that theme-related group presentation is a good way to implement the theory of

Content-Based Instruction and Project-Based Learning is an ideal approach in academic English course.

Localization of English Public Speaking (EPS) at universities
in China revisited: Discovering the pathway to clear thinking

and effective communication
TIAN Zhaoxia & YANG Ling 33

The localization of English Public Speaking (EPS) at universities in China must address the core issue of
students’ problems so as to seek workable solutions accordingly. Based on case studies, the present paper details
an anatomy of five types of symptoms observed in college students’ speeches, in order to make diagnosis and
prescribe a remedy. All the symptoms point to the same diagnosis—unclear purpose of communication, poor
reasoning and lack of independent thinking. The analysis arrives at a solution—a “Three-step Extension-based
Writing Method”. It “forces” students to learn logical reasoning by formulating the central idea, main points
and supporting details as an extension out of a unity of purpose in their speech writing; meanwhile, the learning
of the English thought patterns is effectively incorporated. The paper also discusses the crucial role this writing
method plays in the “Output-driven Integrated Teaching Approach” as initiated in the previous study, which
aims to integrate language enhancement, knowledge accumulation, and the development of thinking skills and

communicative competence into entertaining the unity and coherence of speech writing.

A corpus-based study of lexical coverage and density in college
English textbooks

LIU Yanhong & Lawrence Jun ZHANG 42

Based on a critical review of research on textbook evaluation in international contexts and the dilemma
facing college English textbook evaluation in China, we have adopted a mixed-methods approach incorporating
both qualitative and quantitative methods for comparing lexical coverage and frequency of re-occurrence in
four sets of widely adopted college English textbooks in accordance with the College English Curriculum
Requirements (CECR). Our preliminary findings suggest that each textbook has its own unique strength, but all
of them suffer shortcomings of not including sufficient lexical items stipulated in the CECR as well as relatively
low frequency of lexical re-occurrence. It is recommended that different institutions using these textbooks make
choices in deciding which texts to use and, when necessary, provide supplementary materials to compensate for

these shortcomings.
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