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The Development of Chinese EFL Learners’ Metaphorical Competence of Nominalization :
A Corpus - based Study of English Thesis Abstracts

XIE Yongtao

(College of Foreign Languages, Ocean University of China, Qingdao, Shandong, China 266100)

Abstract: Nominalization is an important indicator of language proficiency and a marker for academic discourse. It shows that with the

increase of 1.2 proficiency, the quality of Chinese EFL learners’ metaphorical competence of nominalization improves accordingly. How-

ever, stagnation also occurs in this development. It is found that even the advanced leaners’ metaphorical control is not adequate, which

is maybe relevant to the over — emphasis of the linguistic correctness. Currently, little has been done to empirically map learners’ devel-

opment of nominalization proficiency. Therefore, it is necessary to describe such dynamic process and grasp the characteristics of inter-

language in intermediate realizations of nominalization. This study can assist learners in recognizing problems and incompleteness in the

construction of nominalization, so as to enhance their academic writing competence and L2 proficiency.
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Type  semantic element Grammatical Function grammatical class example
1 quality— entity Epithet— Thing adjective— noun tolerant— tolerance
Event— Thing use— usage
2 process— entity Auxiliary— Thing verb— noun comprehend— comprehensibility
Catenative— Thing intend to— intention
preposition
3 circumstance— entity Minor Process— Thing from— source

relator— entity Conjunctive— Thing

5 + entity + Thing

(al phrase) — noun
conjunction— noun because— reasons

+ noun the nature of
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MA -1 162.0 417.0 DA -1 332.0 999. 0

MA -2 188.0 527.0 DA -2 223.0 793.0
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MA -4 193.0 481.0 DA -4 298.0 744.0
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T 173. 4 412.0 324.0 1031.8
it 867. 0 2 060. 0 1 620.0 5159.0
(=) #i XFF RS R I T E o, ERATE A YL

H T T8 0 G e A BT TR B, 1) R
B S B e B — b Oy 3R, I B R
BB A . SR EE T8 B 3k &R T8 2
FEARHE L 5%, H 2 AR R BR T 2 2800,
HAZREER S, WA E HTAEE
A SCXF R R £ B AT T ah AR T, WA B
AntCone FAF AT IRNCAL R A GE 1T o Ar i B
EH KRBT UIR R 1. 3 O M G R i
Wy, R BE e B 5 o TAREOE S 28k, i
2 e A A R ECE AR,
Halliday 1Ay 15 ¥ 55 W67 A 200 25 A AH B A — 2
I BAE A MRS 2 R K AT B
5%, Halliday [X 43 T 7R i 75 By (in-
stantial grammatical metaphor) F1 £ 4% 15 ¥ & My
('systemic grammatical metaphor) , ¥ J5 & N 15
ARG, BFER. Y A0, WAL
N AR SR AE 52 B B B R T ROR A
BFE A IX 5. 3. wissh i (W4l), =
AEAEN NI FAE XA, 4. RIE
F A Y 24 WAL R T %08 SCRIIE 58 X0 &
(40 perception of foreign accent) , FATRIEE H
U R B AR T

M, EEMEESH

ARSI SR ) B A A SR R 44 )
FERI I PR DL AT e S e, IRFE = 44
PIAETERR AT RE 1 1 SV R a3 . 124w 2 ALy
A TERHIE I X 22 ) H Z M 22 5. B G,

OIF]— T AR A A R —

1Y (nominalization variation) (JLE 1) F44¥Y)
(R#%3). H
W, TS R4 4% (metaphorical control )
FIBEMTFE5E  ( metaphorical enrichment) .

140 130
120
100
80 67
60
40
20
0

ALiEAT ( nominalization frequency )

fifl -1 L

B 1 ZI)EZYUIEERMERCE
(=) ZENH: HRFEALER

SEREITAT RN 7 H AL R Y
RES RMA R KRS, MR T L), ity
13 B A2 WA B Rl AR A e R AR 2, 3
K7 —A% o LAy ) 5 TG 24 WAk i
PR AA ], 2RI 2 i, XA,
St L A M S R B — B, R
FAMTAT LLBE— 22 O Sl (4 2 WAt foe stk K i i
B B XA AN L2 ) S Fh A A
AR BEA T RO S Ie, FRATT A B L A0 L
) EZ AR E . XU R IR )
AR TR B 1 KRS R, E
X RIFBA G AE BN X ATRERISC
AREAR, Mt FSOR KN B2 Tt
AE (WEE2).



110 EEE S (1 2021 4£ 10 H
R3 FIEBYNIEERREERNE.. HRMBESRY
o WL T - W

s He G HEA 2
1 adjective— noun 21 2 55 2 3.261 0.071
2 verb— noun 108 1 168 1 3.292 0.070
3 preposition (al phrase) — noun 4 4 0.231 0. 631
4 conjunction— noun 5 5 1. 157 0. 282
5 + noun 3 3 0.250 0.617
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[ 4% (metaphorical control) 1815 5 fi F
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eI 2. 314494 (Gerund noun: people’s think-
ing) . 44 18 %4 W) fk ( Gerundive nominalization ;
the broadening of ) . AN5E4@#H (Incomplete recon-
strual ; the similar) ., 3F 75 ( Non-word reconstrual :
bankruption) , Z AL A Y (Infelicitous pluraliza-
tion: an evidence) ., T XH#EEAY (Co-text in-
termediacy; technology achievement) ,'°’
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1. Based on previous studies, the purpose of this
study was to examine effects of different types of medi-
um of instruction--+ in English vocabulary teaching on
senior high school students’ learning and retention of
lexical knowledge. (MA-1) (5242 WK acquisi-
tion )

2. It is found that the frequency of Chinese EFL
learners’ using EMC is independent of their English pro-
ficiency levels--- (MA-3) (543N N : usage)

3. There are three methods for data collecting in
qualitative research. (DA-2) (SE4Z WK collec-
tion )

4. ---because there were some mismatching of the
forms onto the meanings which were displayed by inap-
propriate tense choices--- (DA-3) (SE&TN N
mismatches )

BIRX L2 A i A B RE, (HZ e

A, AT — R B X A ) PR A
EATEER S, X AL AT AEEEE B
BR, RMEAE R Lo ) 2 p e B, DRI AT
PR 2] & 2 A B e i A R BE T 14k
(fossilization) BYZE (=i (stagnation), IX AJAEFIZL
Uil TR TR B RO IE SRR T 20 1R S A I D)
Ax.

f2Mi 5L (metaphorical enrichment) 5 (2
K £E) B XA R E MR (Liadét, 2013
4F) o Liardet $i5 ) Baman 78 52 AT AR L B =X A H0R
P RSB, Rk R RE AR e
PEFEPR, FERIN 03I %E £ (paradigmatic
lexical choices) . [t 1 change F1 modification #[$f
PN AL R A Y, (BT
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1-A; With the help of softwares AntConc 3. 2.3
and SPSS 19. 0 collecting and processing data -
(MA-2)

1-B: ---because the test takers got the assistance
from either the examiners--- (DA-2)

2-A; ---and then investigate the tolerance chan-
ges among ESL learners’ in judging the Chinese sen-
tences:-+ (MA-1)

2-B: ---different perception distances explain the
variation in perception sensitivity between English lis-

teners and Chinese listeners. (DA-1)
f., &iE
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