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H3A Qo] Lehg of 3 chke] AL AT

Aotz A & A7Isst 1ol side] #gk dAgte] #AE THASH. A
(collocation)¥ &7} Palmer(1933)o] <Jsl A== F oy 1 oo o
succession of two or more words)Z A E AL, Firth(1951)& ©@oj7F thE wojel &
Ao vehtbe dAdS AdstaA stk shARE 20417] F97]e] 23 2108 (corpus
linguistics)®] o2 FAAOE & WMESFE 7MY ALy £9 Fof] v
dAolel FFHE e & A5 243 HQlvh. Hakuta(1974)¢] A =3ed
(pre-fabricated patterns), Decarrico(1992)2] ©3]5Z(lexical phrases), Scott(1999)<]
22 (clusters), Biber et a/.(1999)°] o] ¥th¥(lexical bundles), Wray(2002)¢] %3}
H AZA (fomulaic sequences), 0 keefee er a/.(2007)2] 5= (chunks), Granger &
Meunier (2008)¢] o= 13§ (Phraseology)s StAtutty thFslt &ol & AREato] i},

offrhre] AEES AA F HAR ol B o vk AA, dojwl I xE ‘311“
o2 3 Aolty, EH AF=EA Biber et al.(1999)04 = th3}t(conversation) 9} ¥
2% (academic prose)oll Al WA E o] the] HIWE F3 AFE-H(register)ol] wE i}o]—g
B, F45 A2l Biber, Cornard & Cortes(2004), Biber & Barbieri (2007)°l4 tf
oA ARgE = o] 9 Fof(written) @t 7-0](spoken) & o & o3rpte] 5
2SI, Cortes(2004)= Ao BESHEoFS] =it} thetd B aME Hlusto] 3
opf | AREAF o] Frho] xpol 7t 9,1 S5 9glal, Hyland(2008a)2 % =}&3},
gl Adsl dojdliole] E7tE =Ey Ay} k=Rog FAE FIHAE Ao R
FEdHE At dEsks ofdohde] tES HAFATH

A, st5A Z¥ A (learner corpus)S WA SR 3 Bl AT}, Granger (1998)-> 39wk
o] Frel mjgejyl ZEo g2 A E International Corpus of Learner English(ICLE)<$d
Tl A wlholrle] o A AR8-5® (phraseological skill)o] F=afn], ojxlel] n]a)
e o3 upatS ARg3hthar &AL, De Cock(2004: 243)& nlYojwle] 3= (overuse),
Zx(underuse), 25 (misuse) @S WHaLskglvt. Goi7F =0l shxpel tigtA, F=o7}
Kol Ql vjgdolwl gt o) Sl A& Hlaugk Aol A Chen & baker(2010)%= H| o] qlo]
TS, THeT, dvkst A3 18 al &4 (hedge) £ AFEFSS Hlthal ®HalskS)
.

2 AJLRE o) 3|upute] Algokalo]l Z7b A, A2 37}A] @40 ulgl ojwA o

B

o,

o
ox Md
o fr o

S



A=A A v 9-(2009)2F el ok o of 24 Zu oA YEhd g3 ste
AAIFo EAS AT o] 2F(2009) 1E]lar go] o] w3t ¥ 29l Michigan Corpus
of Acamemic Spoken English(MICASE)E &-&3sle] 7} ghi-itofell Yelys APoFE 5
]

shaL, F+2A Ea s A WFel wE 5S4 A =7(2010)9f 177 9

ot
)
2
rlo

)

Ao HAHL &&= (academic genre)oll Al Wl Ydojwl
o3t mlal FATFO RN 1 )lojF zolet BAS AWK volrt A 9
gotet=dl drt. ol & f&) AWHI #HH =ES dAs AE Adgsiglen 1
© U= 2y A, ofginhte] ARER shEd R AREWIE=(frequency), TE
(structure), oW (functions)ollAl Foigh xko] & H.AtH(Cortes 2004; Biber 2006; Hyland
2008a). wekA o] Fobs @A HW dojnlyt Hldojnle]l EAdiEnto] oy} A=
[ WA FS T 7] witel & 7HA] wEokr et A, AETAHAE
o2 g HAgAT(Cortes 2004; Hyland 2008a; Danica 2011)¢} Hlml A7} 7hssiel, Al
A, Aratet Hoke= FAIAQ ARe ToAstH S =S ARESHY] wiitel] A
AATE FHOE o= AFAQ AR uAM EAFS TRt domm, 2 AFolA F
=3 o3 rhtE A8 hard science)woF w=wAA Y] wadtE AnE &8o] 7ot
oA, 54 SdEdges dEdor AREEE offthe] AMg T2 AR ALE T
HS ArtEsE 277 @ 4 th(Cortes 2004: 398). wheba] d=r3ela} o] jthite] &
ofstHl s Fofoll A =19 Shemzbio] dAwiih FojrhA] Sle = A H=

A2 A Blarelo] ARl

—|—’

F

[\
M
1%
=
o
SE,
oZ
L

2.1. o3

o] gt (lexical bundle)o]gt= o)== Longman Grammar of Spoken and Written
English(LGSWE)oll A A& AF&%Q=dl, Biber et al.(1999: 990) Al Fwloa gt
7 JeheE dE® do]FJej( “sequences of word forms that commonly go together in
natural discourse” )bl sttt A AoJ( ‘collocation’ ) ¥ Fej=
Foglom el ggojA Y 2ol FrHor s A @iE FAsE 5
oguE 7hd dojxgFoer B 4 gtk FAHoRE dA4H 3t} o)A A
7h ek who] @ 103] o]t 2E]al 57 o] MR tE YxEdA e A4
Slthts ¥ ™ in terms of, as a result of, on the other hand, in the context of
= T Utk

Q2 = oo
T )
rr J

e e

£
it
et



2.2. AHE ZHA

gt s 23 W AEFATHRAHD Foo| oA o= AP
FastaAd Fud dxAdase] go] =i WAeE sl FAUY 9 ¥
19714 e o] Aol AAE =27k 50
s AAskei. a9 vs PDFUr %ﬂow o2 AFHE 4 =2Ules 47 g2E

At Ao, =ito] A SEAg, @A AA LA

=
2 7153 ve} dole & sk, ol iﬁﬂi% B 50 EER FHHRL,
o A2

oX,
i)
By
2
O
dlo
i
e
_ﬁ
[\
(@)
—
(@]
[
p—l
o
U‘,
_V‘l
[\
(@]
[
N

C(American National

Ao WAS TS 2 S 14 405 dolz THH FAE AN
29 2 MFAAA7L
#

Corpus)d] s+ ¥F¢ Biomed ¥ 2ADE Ao 2 341}, Biomed
=l

2ok mEnto g A E ] 9lon A ol 3,480,7227M, Wi wolg 3,83970 o
=3

KLS519 2=} Biomed ¥ 27} H]al 7hsdh o] fr= F A 27t BF AESS 1 F&Lof
A =g B mHaRA AAth=Eor BF & 5 7] Wit AA= KLS=
2 75 Ak s0%ol el akglen, ymA gt g dEd ol vizkrbA|
2 Biomed= ¥ 3 *g gk A<l BMC Biology®t ¢4 E<l BMC Medicines tido=
2000 ~ 2003 4d7F FHE WHAAATE AT =wo 2 AT A o] wZe o

T avse] was Fabo] A Qo] Age] FAY Told 4 gon offrhne] Ag
3 paE EAA Ans ATse] FowA uelw A @l ojylseta
b Re]FE Qo] ALl YL el & e

ATl ARESE ZH A FAE 2RO AR A AAA SR JHE gl 2olal g
ooltt. Z2IHE &8 BAAAL v 2ok AA, VordSmith
Tools9] wordlist 7]sS &&3le] 7z} Zuxol e indexIARE AbESIaL, 54, s
A% indexARE 7|Hto 2 &t Akcompute™ 7] cluster’] 5o E-83}o] 3~4cto] = o]
Fo) Xl o 3thtE AbEdtt. 3~ddol2 o] Folxl oI rpivtks Ao R HAAT ol
i olEo] 7 ARERIETL ol AoAS S F BEF 4 o (Biber et al., 1999:
994), titkre] AT7F 3~4dto] o 3thrs Ao R sty] wo] e dsdTtel v
w7t 7hsehr] wisolth.

1) 84 F7HA L3174 1 el Biological Research information Centen) 2 -] 31 9l.oH,
YAJOIE 2= hip:fforic.postech.ac ky/ Sk Tt

2) Biomed AHE= 2000~2003'1 59t Biomedeentral.comoll Al =1381%50=H), o] oA AESly} oJgky Holo] A% =S FRE AFs)
al /\]E]'

3) Indext= B2E0l Q& BE JPE dole] YAE Tetslo] o]F nigow A kel Zoju BAE9] Zo] BE cluster” |5 S AMEE
A 3l T 7150l tHScott, M, 2012).



2.4. olFIThE AW W AAF

Zh 722 ojdnpe] Fd WIEE V|Fo® AT ofdthe] Niks e eE 5
3] AsfR vyt gloy #Havb HE AFE V)E0 2 HS A (conservative) WA E A A
o2 F2(relatively high) AE=2 AT 4 v}, ozd], Biber & Barbieri(2007:
267) A 7 wheF 1008 ol 403] o] FAT 4tholE o3tk E QA sithal b 203
1082 A3 g2 A5 H|sA o B4 (conservative)dtt ek 4~ o}, 2 AF
N o)y e AFAnE Faste] 1007 @l 303 E3sts ALd 3~
Johd = AAsielct. wepbA gkl 3 ekt s 2o 37]7} 279 dojolm g AENIEE
3|7F Hlar, dojrietat

A=}t Aste] oIS FE38H7] g ® ke 7]%% 2 el 47 vE
oA Yetve S e R dt=rtolv. oA FIHAQl A Sk olfr=
shal(speakers)t A& (writers)o AlA 3&4 o= /‘}%E]E %!
olm w3 ool Ik F7k(inflation)S (Biber & Barbieri,
2007). Biber et al.(2004)& 7§ 3} A =FPke] E-H-3(idiosyncratic) ©]FARE4)9]
BFE ALyl fsted Ha 570 A4z b BaEdA ARgE A9nks of 3ol s
AT, o] AFEAS aElste], E AFAAE FHAT 53] o] AR ThE "AE()
A yetd A9-E offohdE dAsi.

K
i
(>
als
wW
N
(@)
=
av)
9
o
U
Hu
8
o
ull
i
o
9{141
@
Y

lm ﬂHNf

R
it

T

<
ol
o
)
do
oot
&
T D

Auo R melslol & Fad AMae Aol AAZ AFE TRIBL o
gatol NIAHOR 3-ado] olFThEE WES MW, £ WES /)2 ofIThE F
At £AE EFE dolHst @A, naEAS 4% APsE BUgEEd

(context-dependent expressions)©] & ~Eo| 3t7 vpeEbATH(Chen & Baker 2010: 33). uwhz}
A2 ATl e AESHE AEgoly 54 493 dHE of3thts FAYder dd
ol A7 }OﬂD} w3 #FAHa, an the)® BuE o3 ohd 7ked o]n] thE of3jthute] 1
AeFstd =, 92 59 in terms of(5), in terms of the(5)7}

=i = ‘?‘
WAE 49 53 FES ] 91849] in terms of S A H AT

3.1 o3k x4 EH

B AT A= Biber er al.(1999: 997)0] thdh(conversation)® <A (academic
prose)ol e ojfithie] TEAom RRHE Aol meba @FANsAs} Qojwsis
Az 2o A BAE o3 hES R

4) Biber et al.2002)= th3Hconversation) =0l 4] lexical bundle & 2] S th3} Lol wiEE]= vy
local repetitions™= 573FA9} THE thalollA] spxpe] wHEAQ AL o]k 31T



<E1> BFAT A9} Ao Teta o] vpEd ofsjthie] TxA BR

BEnb Aol 38k}
Tz
5 Hl & % H| &
AR Z(Noun structures) 86 21% 122 35%
PA} - of phrase fragment 6 20% o1 27%
AL + other post-modifier fragment 12 4% 14 4%
71t WA 9 3% 14 4%
H A A2 (Prepositional structures) 31 9% 59 17%
A XA} - of phrase fragment 7 2% 14 4%
71k AX]AL 24 7% 45 13%
BAMZ(Verb structures) 187 58% 153 45%
4% Hl - Prepositional fragment 64 20% 43 13%
71El 54 22 % 20 6%
AFANHA we - A 13 4% 5 1%
AXREAL be (+ A/ E &AL 16 3% 1 3%
(FAH/G-&AH) to F-3AL 40 12% 47 14%
(BA}-) (BAH) that 2 25 8% 13 4%
A3 o] (Anticipatory) it (+ $AL/EEAH 3 1% 6 2%
A 4 1% 8 2%
7| E}7Z(other structures) 19 6% 10 3%
& 7 2% 4 1%
71eEd 12 4% 6 2%
A 323 100% 344 100%

PAANE Avny Ax Atk WAt vl dojulnetaisl A et BAe v
= Fdlo] w2 AS & F AUnk. ofFHA =l HEATE FALY ARgo] B2 olf
ole] 547 #EAo] AztE) B & . AFE - F@F - FAA (20100 175)S Fto]
WA 1008 ©ol, FHo] 229 wof, 2w AfTIsh 208 dolw THH ;ms
5 FeEla A% o3RS 2ASHATH EAAn F3ro] SEFoloA] FAT 4
xdo|] 8.5%5 AHA|EFA ).
ol Folol 4¥ A #8 F BAT AY Xdol M ¥ WS AAWUGE
2 Biber et al.(1999)7} gt Aol A WALl A XA 7|0k
A AT 7]k ol 3the] A et Azbe} xholE melt}, o]sh o] FAbTol
Apgol A gole] HAdo] Jolg AT welm WAL AAATED BAFTS A
oAl et acdle]l | AoR & 4 .

%



3.2. WAEZ (Noun structures)

AR o] Fol o Rt Aol A Wi WM A WA S FREA A, A7,
T2 5 BT A< BAMthe location of, the size of, the number of), <A} (the presence
of, the absence of), A (the relationship between, the association of), F4Z <2l A
A (the value of, the ability of), ZX}(the process of, the progression of )% wj-$ t}
&3k ouE Yeldth(Biber er a/.(1999: 1015).

Stz 2ol Al Aol ARRH| T o] wig- Atk AR oln] kel Ql=dl, Biber et
al.(1999: 996) Stz 2ol Wehd o 3thdts AR A3 A7 3097 AREE A
= AT, olet o] ALY H|Fo] FAL AL StezHEo]l  sAMEA
( “verb-centric” )olgt7| Bt} WARSEA( “noun—centric” )ol 7Fg7] w&o]th(Coxhead &
Byrd 2007: 134).

AT AREE WART o 3thEe] mlE Wk ot o] mlg- Z Aow yEle
W, S Qletabrt 8671 26%0Hl BlE) o]l AEkab= 1227 35%= el #EArE dofRl
of vl WA offthde] &g "HolAe EES BT d=QlasiRte] Akt A
o] folvistate] nlsjA] AL o|fE Lotrr] 95t WA o3RS HAH o=
Ay E A 8 7bA glo] Agetal e Ao R YEET

AA, AasleE ooty Al (overuse) WEFORE & 4 k. WA F=upeta} o
o kel dojridt mlaste], SAA R fFoud Jw H=ARESE the extent of
9} the effect of & Ul O2 1 o|F& Ztolr gk},

<E2> FFIEAR 20N FEALEH GAT o Frh

78 F343t7) Aojulzta Log-Likelyhoodd’
the extent of 126 3 44,83+
the effect of 376 191 25,19+

olE 93] WA extents XEFe o] FrhS M6)ste] - A} the extent of 7} FHE
AHEE ol FAIFA el HEo] ATt = = aetAte] A the extent Thy AT
2o) 5 AHEE A5 of phrase®ts ARSI O, AoRIFE A= the extent Hhar FA
Alo] 2 of phrase ®ul o}u]2} the extent to which, to the extent that$} Zro] thoksl H
%48 A28kt ©] A2 Chen & Baker (2010: 35)9] A7ollx] Yolml s sofx] s
the extent to which, the degree to which <] #AA HAES v|Yojvlo] AL B3

5) 7t ElElol A A T3 Loglikelyhood calculatorS A-8-31%1 =6, AXE ko] 6,638t} =W pgkol < 001 Wlol A Hok + FAE= 3
TARE-S YERITHEA]: hetp:ffucrel.lancs.ac.ulg/liwizard html),

6) BIZ7]Ed] weh A of3jrht vt opet SelH(dusenol A FET BE ofFths tidoR BIIth 1 o]fii= A the extent
The of ©]9]9] 2017} livt Slv 7t the extent of ] AFEWIE] S F7] witolrh
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AAghet. wheba] Sk #8hab7l the extentoF AR ok A EA
Z5lA] @eow ol o Algwlnvt Yehdtn B 5 9

(1) The extent of colocalization signal intensity is quantified in the
full image

as well as in region 1~3 marked in (A) to (C), respectively. (KLS,
30.txt)

(2) Content validity is the extent to which a measure adequately and
comprehensively measures what it claims o (Biomed,
1472-6882-3-1.txt)

(3) To the extent that FWER provides appreciably more stringent

selection,

attendant findings of significant differential gene expression
(Biomed,
1471-2164-3-28 . txt)

T WA the effect of2] A5 hal] 7Fsd £d AFE #do] A=, o=
H 2o HE FAFE 9u)E A 753 the influence of 7} AFE-%E whA Skl 3 &k xp 55 ~
} A ©

o A= AR A ki, o]2 3| the effect of & AFEHIET}F Folx|al, o F|tpte] F
F oES gt e Ao yvEiwth. o] 22 dAe Hjgorl sgAEe] AAlE
ol&elal FAE VA= BEE Hu AFEslE o£9 A(islands of reliability) @AS
=

A e 4= JTHH. Dechert 1984: 227).

(4) We then monitored the effect of mutations on the expression of three

target
genes of Zur. (KLS, 35.txt )

(5) We examined the influence of TNF-a on monocyte migration induced by
RA SCL. (Biomed, arl47.txt)

3.3. AXA}TZ (Prepositional structures)
AXAFZ2E PANSE HEo] s 2oA] 714 HIHsHA Sdste o3 v sy = A
thekek ou A Tjes &%ﬂ I 9382 A FA2(as a result of, as a function

of), =24 (in terms of, in contrast to)¥®A, A]7F(at the same time, at the end of),



™ ZAl(in this study, in the present study), <% (in the number of, the magnitude
of )55 XA (Biber et al. 1999: 1018; Biber, Cornard & Cortes 2004: 388).
AAA T2 F=dastazh 3K 1095 folatstah 5970 17%= = dafstabrh &5
oF RIo A ofFrpto] Abgo] We FS & & A=, WA AXAF e ek
= HEE Yepdel® ETstar, o #HA gh=mele] ARgH]Eo] B of= FAL?
oJAL E 7k U9l Wl Ao ws AT, WA dojuigsaioa] A= AR d
]

St Qe At 52 AFEekA] ol 54 AFeS HEAFS-(overuse)$ 23 #HHo

ﬂH
d
Mg o

o selq FEACE AEE oIThe AAHom AWE A, in this
studysl 29 @33etA7k 2763), QoimuetAs 23582 418] Aol whizul, fojnd
A9 A b5 EAQ in this reports AL glo] ATiHoR e WES Bt

(6) In this study, we sought to identify which probiotics or mixture of
probiotics could confer potent antiinflammatory effects by increasing
CD44+Foxp3+ regulatory T cells (Tregs). (KLS, 5.txt)

(7) Conclusion Data presented in this report suggest that factors related
to the
sex of an individual modify the effect of smoking on the risk of RA.
(Biomed, ar750.txt)

T A, A AFEE A3 sl AR o3yt Estd 497t 370 (in
this study we, in our study, in addition we)u} SAE AL, SrarAd ez} rt 27) oA =
& MER AREEAT

T ' gl aekat HofrlFat
in this sdy we 112 39
in our study 9% 52
in addition we 56 31
A 264 122

2 ol FAL? Sh Aol A o] 1A AL /\}%-8— sEAoR ANESY AT
2 AFARE T fleted AMgEHE shite A4 H AW (Hyland
2008b; 2001), AFHBARS] A ARG FolAe] SA (Biber er al. 1999: 333)°l 7+
g B 5 oy, HAouEY gsArol Al AFE A (register)o 3 v EHeE AL-8-5
w o] WA= Ao A AtH(Gilquin & Paquot 2007; Granger 1998). o]&]3k 3
Mol A Ao d=xladatso] Hldolnl S5arA g ao] FiEs] osshA| &of

oo of
o
=]
)
ok
>
lo
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3.4. A2 Verb structures)

3.4.1. &5 + AX A (Prepositional fragment)

%42 (academic genre)o| A= ATaHH

Eal AR dFe Hast A AwAQl ARE HojFolol gY] wie FEEH T
S wol ARt FEEHE A AATAS AATAR Yol 1 u g s RS F
+ 24 a9 mee] AEE A A(is shown

o

~d

@5k, AL SPIEAS DA 2

_O,__
performed using)S YEIJ & £E2 ALE5H

(8) Mice with AD or IBD were treated with IRTS5 or PBS, and the population
of CD4+Foxp3+ T cells at the inflammatory sites ... (KLS, 5.txt)

(9) Finally, Southern blot analysis was performed using a probe designed
to a

Pst [ restriction fragment length polymorphism ... (Biomed,
gb-2003-4-8-r50. txt)

& Al A= gl ksl 8670 27% oIS 6371 19%E ARE-ske] Sk aheha)
7 8% B wol ARSRE Ao® YEhRTh o]RA F& WES AAshs 891& 37 S8 o
vk ZARRE Ao, ol F=Qlapeiate] HAY FEEH AR wRo] oIt <3md>o]
A Rl dojvlE ) 28 o) wE o fvhlE AREShaL Al

<x4> H}AE FFd(was/were + verb) o] F o A&

T EESEER] slojlststa)
% 5 a5 3
H = 2824 1202

‘loT ‘L:zs% l?“ = = AR = © - - =+ © e
o 2/ vris] Rl Allel ool sau Agngel FAL = kel gl
A, dmsetEe dgddel 448 dojusaidel vaA FeAlsel wol g 2



JANFNEAL we + A A (that or whether)JJr Aze Feje] o] Frpto] dojvwlg
Hl ol I Ao A TEZR O WA, AAPHAF wel StA oA dART Zol
DAL= AR AS AFsAAY dRkstsh= tﬂ AHE-E ] (Biber et al. 1999: 333), ¥
o] FARACl Moz A FAE mdEAY &d sHEEok] AAlES VA E T
stozy 59 PAYE FASY] e =R AFEIY A B 4 duh(Hyland 2008b: 554).

Aol SE AFNBA we + FAF o F b2 F=d A} 1370 4%, ol
A7t 57 192 EFe MR A FAACRE fouEd AR WS AME-S KT

<E5> AHTUHA e + EAFS] MG

of\

\*N

T ' =l et HofRlzetzt Log-Likelyhood
T 12 5

118.56+
W= 704 235

FAFo7 AvrpH FEFHoZT ALLFH 27](we found that, we show that)S A &stdA
Sk=pabslal= 1170, Yojvlgpstal= 3702 o FjuhetS AR5t

<E6> we + AL T AFEET RO W=

TR 3ol a}siz) Yojwlz}siz}
WE FOUND THAT WE FOUND THAT
WE HYPOTHESIZED THAT WE CONCLUDE THAT
WE PROPOSE THAT WE WERE ABLE TO
WE SHOW THAT WE HAVE SHOWN
WE TESTED WHETHER WE SHOW THAT
WE DEMONSTRATED THAT
o] 3|t WE EXAVENED WHETHER
WE OBSERVED THAT
WE SHOWED THAT
WE SUGGEST THAT
HERE WE SHOW THAT
WE INVESTIGATED WHETHER
NEXT WE EXAMINED
. %8 3 5
W% 740 235

HEE AFES Sk ateka) Hnto] ofuE} Hldojwl Sk atel Al ekt

4 Ath. Gilquin & Paquot(2007: 4)-& vl Yoj¥l(International Corpus of

Learner English)®] 8t&z3S Yojyly) Hlwet AFoA] vHYolwle FalSo] HA9S
et 7] fs I A 23 2dS A st AREshed o #HA =g Q1A o E AL
o] gL Fojxe] EAo| 714 Ttal 319on | Granger(1998: 153)% Rao]7} Eojol H]
Hojl 3 dovlaH 25 Hlug A oA [/we/you/one + that 725 XA =H, B

ojulo] 3w o]4 Telx EAMCR feld AR o B of AT SRS W

N

EX
h
at=
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>
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2,

e B4 Sl Mae Hade
S8 AR Qe nAR P wd

(Granger 1998: 154). Ae3hw, 1919 vigAle] Abgolut Ale] QP8 222 9183
e BAA duel Aol ole AT ti Q4L F5ehs FA6] ShAEA

AAARE FHA 7= 84 (Hyland 2001: 223)ol= E9git). shA| v %3514

AUHA +ve o FTHEE A3 BASA FHS WAL 7 AL, F2AbolE NP eA
2ahe Aoz WA 5 9] gEe] HAF Agol aFE

3.4.3. Copula be + &8&A}7-(adjective phrase)/™ A~ (noun phrase)

FEAT S AFsh= A Yl(is due to), Hlal(is similar to), WAl &gk #z;9
B 7}(is essential for, is important to)T<l 9uw|Z 293, WAF7} Y& HA9+= HE
of phrase®} 7 74 1] (is one of )& A% ATt Copula be + F-&Ab(adjective) T
Z= 59 stz A (fiction)oll A A5 AFEH M o] Z7hEHlM® be + F-E&AME AT
e F27F 7P Brk(Biber er al. 1999: 437).

Aol s gl det A st 1670 5%, Aolwl szt 1171 3% 2 gh=?13}-8k2t7} 570
B2 offthdS Abgstal AT AF-H R HAuEd, T Az FEAoR ARG
o} the is consistent with®} be due toZ =e]¥<l #AE AWste= THATH. doiw
Hekx}+= B 7}H(is important to), A (is likely that), H]2l(is similar to)9+ 2ol g
g om & ARERE Wb =l ekabs HSapA o ® ARRSE 1470 o gtk Zhe-dl 10717F A]
2ol B =(attitude)t ¥ 7Hevaluation)& WERH= -2 is necessary for, is
critical for, 1is essential for, 1is important for, 1is possible that, (be/is)
responsible for, an important, there were no significant)$lil, TS = H|ul(were
similar to, there were no difference, significantly lower)¥sl o] 3| c}ts wWo| ALE-3}

e

(9) Histone H1 is necessary for folding chromatin into a more compact

structure that becomes refractory to transcription ... (KLS, 27.txt)

(10) We examined whether the normal function of dopaminergic neurons is
essential for normal TPB. (KLS, 32.txt)

3.4.4. (FAHEEAH) to FAGAL

SEAEolA wol WANE (BA/FEA) to $AA FrRE A HHZ BFE

b



AtHBiber er al. 1999: 1023). A WA, THolY JhedE vldhs MEd &AL
(predicative adjective) + to F-AHAFZA 754 (is likely to), & & (were able to)&
ettt = WA, $AH(verb phrase) + to F-AAE FEES sEHol] wel 1 on7t o
2 vett=d, et 3 vebd A9 AddelA g A (was found to be, was
shown to)o]u} X842 3} (have been reported to, have been shown to)E Elshi=dl A}
£33, TEEe 2d A sA n|e] FAM(appear to be, seems to be)e} AFstA
Azre] WS fHEE uE AR HAT. Al HA, Ga(simple) to FAARRIH, F=
&2 (to determine whether, to address this)& YERHE=H AFEE A,

AAA R Aol A gl etals 407] 1295 Yol aatals 477 1492 Yoivlzhsha)
7V 7 O @eol AbEEITE. 1 90S Folr ] 9lEte] to FAALel Adtets dEAle B
AME AR SRS A4S AT = A, A A oule] F&ALSE SAEY
ARgol QoA Yojnislzlrl o B FRHE 2.58] o m& NILEE ARSStal JATHE

Zolt},

4 A

N

<EP> to $AA IR AbgR Hla

T ¥ EREEE! AT
is likely to(40) is likely to(55)
likely to be(63) likely to be(102)
be able to(36) are likely t0(34)

- more likely to(54)
olsirr likely to have(31)

be able to(34)
were able to(34)
were unable to(33)

==

. ST 3 8
HE 144 397

o]t A= H|Pojnl 55 0] K] FHS AFES YouivtE FE3] &8314] &
o= AP A4 23 (Chen & Baker, 2010; Adel & Erman, 2011)9} dX|st= Ao 22X F4

o ¥k ML o3t A7 Bl B oA WE /5L AARAS FHT

Az dojRispe Ak A ARSEHA Bee & A

3.4.5. (YAH) (EAH) that &
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%0,
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S
X,
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=4
e

=
&S dxsted AHEEY =4, 5
Ab + that#o] ZAjtste= A9 Ao 4 T APATAHE FE8h=d AbEshet 3
Z=9] indicate, suggest, show A=
AF8-8ke] think, believe, suspect 59| Q14 FAME AREIS w) Hoh Azpe] F4o] &

THAAJ S YERN I FAE(inanimate) 7019k g4 Astel= 5A o] Avh(Hyland 1998:



366) .

AT =AM S=Qladt Ak 2570 8% AojmlFE b= 137 4%E AFEste] AbA
¢l SHolA = gh=mlaetate] Abgo] Wtov, iAo mE 4 FARFS Btk A
A, EAF + that®] -9 T ahebRtel] 4wk AREE 170 (the notion)E A9 B 4709
AF(the hypothesis, the possibility, the observation, the fact)E &EZH o7 Alg3}o]
2 ZolE wolx] ol =4, FAF + thate] S Hyland(1998: 366)2] 43 F U3
T 1Eo] R suggest, indicate, show 37} HAFS Bol ARG, = 3=l 3EtA}e]
70%, QojwltetAtol M= 80%7F € Al JHe] EAFE ARSI vk @=labelatel A of
ehdro] Fo] wrAaHolf= donldtatel] Hls|A tgFe Fo|7F AMEHE A wjEow &
M2

3.4.6. 7}5°] (Anticipatory) it (+ &AHF-EA})

7hFol ite] AR HEE T EE 27HA R AR el B 5 e, AA it + 8
(adjective phrase), “&AFT-(verb phrase)”} 9F4 7}s(possible), <87 (important), 3l
A (hedge) 59 9= Yebdw 4, it + 558 2238 (has been reported, has been
shown) ¥ ZAdste] AAR AR EAHE Yehde ou|E 25 &8HAvh(Biber er al.
1999: 1019).

b=l A 7hFEo] it Sj®(pattern)S ARESRE ol = AAF AAHA R =Py
gomA Aol #3 BrHE dLdst= 7150l 7] wWitolth(Hyland 2008a: 11).

Aol F=laetabzt 37 1% Aol sty 670 202 dowlE Aty B B o

3ok ARESLAT. =l atslate] 7§~ it + is possible(that), has been reported #
H FEA} SAE st ARgE dbd ) dojwlskxte]l A9 it + is possible(that),

important to, likely to &-8A} 370, appears that, has been shown EA}F 2707} AF&% A
th. 7bo] itd Ajtske &AL FAME #ES A =mlaEatEe] A gkt
A ZbE R ARR A Kekal s & AT ElAE- Y] 38 BEdste] A
A2 Chen & Baker(2010: 4Dl A% 7kl it + FEAN/SA F2AA Hldojwl e 9
oA vhFatal A A xdE ARESHA] XU “as diversely and robustly as
native writers do” )il H 113+ o™ | Adel & Erman (2011: 87)%E3F Yojvlz} njfdojwl S
o w g odutd Aol dojwle B2 o A on] 0%4‘4‘“0 AHE-E Bk
ofyl, et FHE AFEA =84 e oAS xdde
27F Apqle] ghalelnt afAell Qlo] AiE JteAomFE R 9}% Ao =2l
(Hyland 2008a: 18) &ll#] @] a4 AREL F=lapeiabze] B A

3] 3l
SwolA donlel] nlsA F5e A4S BT ULS HoFE Al T 5 k.
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3.4.7. A4



AL HAEAL asE ARET ofgltho]l F=ldtatel dojrlFE A AN FEOE
Ak, stEHElA as7) o|11E FARES A U2 qu a¥E 5E& AASE o
Foh(Biber et al, 1999: 1023). ZAF A3} F=rlapetabzl 471 1% 1|1 #st7t 8
A 2%s AHEF Aoz uebgtedl o] ZbEEl 47(as described in, as described
previously, as previously described, as shown in figure)7} &E2 o2 AFEEAT. U}
WA o]l kAt ARE-g o 3tk 47 % ShA] AFESE FAME iR AREE O, H
of wete = AXAe(in fig, by) FEl7} @b B sts A= W AAM, F 23 2edA
Al Fdgk TR ALIES & F AU

(11) The decrease in the current of the ZnO NW is most likely due to the

negatively charged AFP antigen over the PAC shell, as described in
Figure 3f. (KLS, 3.txt)

(12) As shown in Figure 1, the degree to which the nucleotide-binding
site
was altered is remarkable. (Biomed, gbh-2003-4-3-r18.txt)

3.5. &4 2 VIERE

&A= A=A AT T 26, Lol ATL 4] 1% = HEA} 37 wol
AHgE Aoz AT, FF% mHa BN g wiwEA yehd osithie
similar tos ¥ FFA=H, AR 60%, Lol astate] 50%0 o Frt. o

ARl PolX oY HolEE wa B ARA AnE sl okl A<l
3t FEo] EMoA HEH Aoz Helt)

(13) This dramatic spectral shift was similar to that seen on acid
denaturation

of the blue-absorbing (Pb) state of blue/green CBCRs ... (KLS,
47 .txt)

(14) That the effects of diamide were similar to those of different
environmental conditions depending on the genes analyzed reflects
the diverse effects of this drug on the cell ...

(Biomed, gb—-2002-3-11-research0059.txt)

o EAE B ¥ 4 HNUW JE REL @HANEAI} 127)] 49 Ao WA} 67)



critical role, examined the effect of) 5¢ o3 tho|gic).
4. 4 2

AFAA @ Ao eA 2ol o) BN A} Ao TG ATHA 0| N F5
G 3-avo] ofFThEe Yow FAUE, TRIH, FEeivld] weh FEHAN AolH S
2 WS s olojHQ) aolEe] ts AR Amshaln.

Ea A

oo st Babsh AR

AuiEa a3 53 E
AR, k=33t )

oA EHojgthute] FEALEL oFjthute] Eg

ol& QI3 WAL, MO AR&H|F o] dojlHE} W HAATE T W WEset

Hlasle] A3 WA ALEE 2ol Zeiwtt. o]# et At nido]wl g5atel 2o o

oA g dolnlEe] HoFE dgAdTo ARt frAFsttH(Chen & Baker 2010; Cortes

ARTRRE AT o F oS &89
55 Ad Aoz A7t

juc]

[e}
ggo] o] TolIthy nrh A &R e B

2 S5tk to FAAS} 7] it
St %577}

A, FRAsAm 2o A A BA i
T A AEHE X AEA, EA

8 & w52 e, e A Bde] e oS
4, te Bt BAE B8de] BEAS FeHoR B 5 e
2 o} o @& wolz md FQEAe gl FF 7

2 271 A7k Aestelea 2o A, dwshaa

Qo) gpak A} 7 5 2of H]

d= & & gov oe AEIeAEo] AHHA

ofste olAAA B & g AojAg
Ao ge B 9EE dhol AolS B 7]
= | B2 T ol oo
WESROE Bk ohle ol GEGel Ehe Hdeln S daelo] AL
o) AHEEE ol B4 wAST 1AL
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