Y L >y = 72
=3 ﬁ i o s
Way to Translation
2022 F 25 FE2H

BT BB IR U 2 TR AT A RAE AT

YA possible, probable. likely 4]

z W
PSR TR

i ZE | ERENENTNBEOMEREEER R —HII X IINBRESR. A possible. probable. likely
B, BEMEEEZRIBRE (BNC) , SRITAREDINE, O35 —ERNIFEMEED E8IXS,
BRER: (1) probablefllikelyf AR EENEIT, possibleSENBVARAEREIK; (2) possible
MEaFEME, {EAMBITES AT RIBR DI EIE—ER, probableffilBlFRBIEEE, Mlikely
MaFRIERS, ERBENMEFS ARG, LEmV2IEEE—RREMA; (3) ZMEEEH,
probableffi@FHBIMGER. A EINEZFLBINZ1E, possiblefiEFBIMTEMGE. FIEE. B
FERELE2E, MikeWEEBEBMA. BR. T, FIANUEXEIEEZE, @Y, likelyFRIXOIEE
MRREMNTF=EH,

KA | BRE; TAREDNTE; EXE
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SO R WM SO FR, Bedg— D AT
U 2N AOR BEATRAL, it i is S
Frda i) — L2 o A R SR BT AR I L
WL SR Z A B GRS, BN E TR
BT O B A TR LA BE I A — 2 SR
TEFRERHE L 225 . A E A SMIFFEARIESS
A7 O R 23 M vk A I SR I B AT BT 2 A L

B, T AR BUAT R RRAIE 3 B v A T A AL
P EEAL b, FTRAMOEZS . ik, 1B L4
AR — 23 SR R A FHARRAE, SE M AS — 2 i
i) X () 22 5745 LA /R (Desagulier, 20145 Liu,
2010; Liu and Espino, 2012; Divjak, 2006;
Divjak and Gries, 2006; Gries and Otani, 2010;
RMWBL, 2021) o A% BT AN 4E T 5 ( GriesGries

* ARSI RS R RGETI A S TIRRURN PB4 R R RHERSE " (CYS22490 )
AU S E R SMETE F ST R — AR E R H WNEE iR R (A5 (SISUWYJY202102) AYRTEERR .
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and DivjakDivjak, 2009 ) $& . MINANIE T F#4E
Syt e LR, A B S B TR
HIE S AU BB AL, ] an7E LB
U, BRI TR SR IE A, AR IR 13
WEIHASRIF S 0 22 OC ARG S 450 TR UL ,
VR ITUE BIE UG FRAIESE o X R WY I AT TE
i) OGRS oy, TR A B
FEIT RS I WF e SRt B L R, DA feE
PR A5 R HA AT AR S 2, PRI A SO
X—Jr Xt =A KR “AlER” miE OB AR AT
Pebr. POMET ARIBESE, AT DR SN ATE =
AT T SOR R AT SEAU R A TRl )2 T
WA AFFE AT A= DL G SR 26 & R ARG
VSR FR o AR & 22 500 KB AT R 3,
BT R R SR AT LA T SR BT §2 it
AL REPE R UE S R R, Xk 5 R ST (Evans,
2019) BT BEATA RN TE 7 2 00 9 R U H A
TP s ARl . PRI, AR 93 78 S T R X iR]
TR SO b, SR AT AR S B v ok
57K possible . probable . likely TE #1525 18] Fh 1Y
Mk 2E5R, I EITE A A2 40X =SB 28R 78
B Ak RS DL b . A,
AR SR IR 53 B FOR R A BT B s A G T 1k,
T 1EH 78 3% =N 251 =[] 1Y) 22 S DA SRR L 2
ab, FFLART AR R R 2 IR ST 45

—. TRk [E

(—) BEXREHR

TS SR B AR T ARy, T
FFERETI ORI, W, WOCRY
WFAFEIE LR . L RR LS 2 LR
Fo APk, ME S | TERVEDI iR 1%
) SR R CR T RS SCEF ST R, 4
BRI SRR LR R GRS T — RS
( RiRF, 2019) .

SR, A3 DG UG ZR 9 7 1 N 3 R T A
—ERGEHR DL, PG R8T 245
R LRFRH G WA T2, e - 484k (Dylan
Glynn, 2014 ) FERFAFANE T 25T AMIES W,
fds A A SRR R F R LRSS 1
AR R RES:, TG &5 F A X — s 5 0
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FRRRIE LT, ARG IR, 5T IA
HIE SCFTEIE OCR U N 10 2 LWFFE TS
R, [FEHSEAR (2014) R TIBRER
SEEMFRETEAR KRR EAEHE 110 OCR IR,
JEHGEE VLK 2 SRR BIFTE o TG BRBFTE R S
Ay, I SCOCER AT A3 R T SRR
SCo an, SARFEISE G, s H of £l
HASE kR Tl ), el SO A &
XA, i), e BIRSEE

AT - & Ei45 (Dirk Geeraerts, 2010) X35
A SO BT R R — i SCR)—PESC R, W
g N B g s R B o S T i S i
LN VRS AE— B 1B FAH B . A G
SRR FERBLR] 53 =R BTN T XL
KAMGE, HTIEBE R SGRsE, Dlkazs
JHEEB T SOCRIIIFE . B RN XL L
R, BN, PRI TE (2020) KBUREE
EEE IR Nt By, Rl 122l
FHOCHRHNE LA OCHR . WAk, 3K (Janda,
1986 ) K IR IEFHY za—, pere—, do—, ot— 55
A —E RN R RIS, (HREILNE
ST ZEAER R 3 AR AP A AEAR R IX ], i X
M AIIFSE T, Delbeque (1996 ) Xt P4 HE A1 Y
por LK para MR HEAT TOF5E, RBURAE XM
A ATEL IR 53 FARFAMRL, HAEE S I i
PN S AEAEE AR KA X Tiiis F N A8 kT
VT SRS IR B E] 1996 4F, Z&# ( Taylor,
1996 ) EHEE T BB Y run DL jog J5 A B, X
P37 iz 2 1Y 3l i) J8 SR T DL 3R — Rl 1k iR
&, SRR B, A U R el

BT HRRHZERTE G R A TR0 B AL 5P
FE, —Fias TR T SCRIEA T A B
B, HEARIFARME RS TEE 734, PRl
HAFURLUEM TN E, M5 —Fa =R HTE R
PEIRSH T, X B TE R 1 B S
BE, S WEGE SR FHERHIE, 58 TEEHRE,
R ZIeg ot TH, K g Rk i
eI, IFis HITE & S e R IF T 4 R S e
PEML PR (ESOW. BRAGHE, 2020) o fildn, A%ER
HrANBEEEJE ( Gries and Otani, 2010) iz FfT HHFE
SIFTEEILT BNC I RS 5E T3l P AT ¢ RN
Y 22X SR A SR SRS, X I 25 1) = B 4
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big, great, large 5 little, small, tiny, HF5¢Z2HA big
AT great, 5 large /R H B HALIER R,
[, big 7T IR AT SCRFIE 5 linle 2B
B AIDOIOCR , (HIXPIFH I SR )2 R B
s FH LI ;3 Liu Dilin £ Maggie Espino (2012) =&
I COCA (HRSEHIERVE ) | (EBIT HFFIE B
BT actually, genuinely, really b truly X g
T R LR 2 e, X YA SR )
TR PR RE LA B A i 0 2 A T ) 44
% 1 433X DU T SRR I g i 14 3 i) LA KB 2517
JRYEZ AN, MBI R THFFEIX YA SRR )
FA ARG E, AT S AT B s D RERE X, 9T
SERBR T R I PO SCRITR R FH A O 5 Z i
WITEASERAMATTZ AN, dbiE— IR TR T ik
VAT AR AE ST A AR AT SO F I HA ARG Y
Al EEME; FHIRIK ( Gilquin, 2003) NPT get DA
J have TER AT PR 5 TH, I iz HHEZRE X
FBXT A RAATIIRE ;. FEFRAIZEARED (2019 ) UM
IR F#A T, o RS L S AT
DRI IE DO ) i 2Eahial i g
HEAT T TR 43, AR A SR —2L M T 47
FEAESM A XA 1 SCAFSE 385 F 44 . Alon Fishman
(2020) FIH 450 Z5iEH}, X 9eih bR AR
1518 like, similar, resemble #F47 T %f L34, 18
B HITERHE DL RS a5 G, e R X =A
T AR Z [ AT LR R I FA R FRAY o
( Z) T ASHE S BriE N 1 Lk R B9 ER
R R LRRIFRIRZ, (HERE
K2 NN LRI I K B TETR SCR R, RIS
WEFEF X i) O R BB R 2 R Tl LA K
ST IR I, AH HE T Z IR bR T A ik
LS Wt s Ik, B TR AT MR 23 B
AR SO 07 T B BIFSE i) SCRIFFE 8 TT e
TR R, W, R BT (2010) 3ORFAT]
IZT BP 3 HriEAET) SOCE iy BAR R FH LA 45
e, AFRATERME 7 —A BP AT RN SO
FE, Mk A8 AT R T E AL T
2R B TR 27 R A D — oS 200 AL i e AR5 T
o ARHEHS LI (2010) M9RFSE, 47 RAEAES BT
2% (LURFR BP JpHriE: ) AR a0 g 45
— I TR ARG 2R HAH I ) TR 530 R AN i 2L

56

BOTFRE: 5 0 W KOO BT IR G R A T R AT T
AP, FEARYEBCE W RIFR IS (ID Tags ) HEATIH
BRI s 58 =0 BRSO AR I BT R
Tgeit, FER ST i 4 X S R i A6 A
X AR I ;B DU AP R S ) B i
ZILGIH T EH AT AT AL 2, R UL Gt
A RIEIIHT, RIS L K 8 1R 43 A 4%

(] I 3X — 2P AR AR 00 ST 58 3 MR 0T 7 45 51 19 43
Fr5 R (SR XEEE, 2020) o A CARIR
A 5 SC, FRATTAT LAGE W 3] B4 42 307 ( Atkins,

1987 ) XFARIRAD 1 S, BERT—A~ 1) 76 1] e
BT AL DA RN A bRC . 2 2 7 o FAg B
Hr (2006 ) XHH BP srHrixf b <22 2k
I R H#EAT TR, PR R R R KA
T RAN Z 1T SEUERF SR AN, BB UE T Z
WA KN BN Z, A WFRER
W] BP 43 A1 75 1a) I 1 SCAY AT v 40 A6 AR 5k 1 1
FeJ1, © AT LATRANE T8 R DL K SEIER 58 B A7
TEMIR L, JEXT Z Hi A 58 45 SR P17 5 IE . Sani
Yantandu Uba (2015) iz JHAT A $AE 53 17 125 7% 42
TR PR —4H T XA important, essential,

crucial, vital DA M necessary [ PN B 1E 5K A M
oAk, PrkiE Rk B BNC IERE, X —iF5%
F2 B ah WX — 2H T SR T B I 1) 4 1) MR
FHEUANZ M E L2220, B TIERENTT N
FEIE T8 7R A S 2 SR R 45 R 5
HZ RS RS, ., L5 mmrsE
G R vital RZH T BG40, LT
BRI IE A N vital 3229 F R B M6 B4 44 18] LA
LI, XA Nf#ERE T BP S b e —
2R SCIR) AT SCAS R DA K P X BT AR SR 1)
ViR T1 o FETIERNE BP kbR TR A RIS 5 2%
LA KB A U2 B Iz T LA,

HAEE A O S T — @ 19560, B4n Carla
Vergaro (2015) ¥ AT ARAES Bk oE 1 951
S LUE AT S AT A DGR — 2 S e 4 0A, B
argument, guess, hint Pl ¥ conjecture % 44 iF), BP
S3ATI B 4 R R X AR TR TS S T AR
R T EATE AT B AR, TR, TR
VR AT DA ARRAE 23 BT 125 1 25 55 A R 5 26 44 TR I T
732 4 AN E IR XL % 78 (Schmid, 2000) fr {5
FIRSE RV, X7E—E R E EU T TR
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BHEE AT R AR 2 B s 7E 18] SCHFSE B 9 oA B
REHEHISG R0 o
( =) it X8 possible. probable. likely HjJ

F RS

4 5 possible, probable. likely FWFFARZ, M
HNE ERICHUTIVNZEm: (1) BHRX=ME
RN ATRETERIRR RN (2) BEEHAEM
FiELCERFAEIIRE B HE 2R (3) R
SEX AP A 2ERL, T =AM B4
R T RS . HIHREE, R IERH]
ALY T B e 50X =M AR i AR X 5 T
Fo B, TR SAB AR AT RN TR
SUME, BRAEFE (2002) NI =AML LTI AT AEME
TN EUERAR RS2« likely > probable > possible.
XL (2005) XIAHK probable £ =ANJE 2518 H
IR B REME SRR s FRRSE22 (1999 ) JHEFial g
SCHY BT 3% = AN 218 i 4 A B A7 o0 A, OF
N =B AR AT REPE RN IR : probable
> likely > possible; TIZREDE (2003 ) AKX =AE
FAR TR T BRI/ IMEKCR : possible > likely >
probable; HUC, TEXF =AME AR HI A9 4] 12 g
AR )2 56 rh, FEERED (1988) JEiL XX
SAMEA BB R BB T AT S X = AME A
i R AT LU T AR A B, (E2 O TE T likely
Hl possible A LUHTEAEXZ5 M, EHATLUEA,
Ifif probable JFAFETEM AT, AHPE (2003) 23
8 X =AM A DOMNTE T4 W01 Bl ARE
FH likely, 43X =AMEZ AN EER, likely BEAE
8 NLAEFE Y, T possible Fl probable H GEFE Y,
likely HIfERDIAIN, AEEFAMEH, HAET very,
most SFRITRIFETCAI ] o DX AHSCSCHRIEA T 8BS
FATATLAK I, 45 possible, probable, likely X =
MBI R DT TN AR &, FHT
EFFARA VT ERACDIFTE LA & FSUE Scim] g
AKX =AEARIER R, X SEhR FRIFEARE
FERHRIX =T SOBAS R Z IR DO, I HH]
B TRERE . IEAL, AURIHLRE SCH R B 420
AT SR PR LT A R AT )R, PR oA R 1)
LB SUABRE, possible, probable. likely =M E %
AR FEARN T & . something might exist or happen but
is not certain to, LA H 2, X = MERHEEAE

https://doi.org/10.35534/wtt.0202008

SR RFOR—FIERT, BD “TTRERYT 2, EAUY
T B R ME LR X =AM i R T HOE
AIDCINTEoR . BRIk, A SORE R IR AT AR
ST, MIEETZEINS possible, probable, likely f9
B A B EAITIH TS, Il RE
GIHTAE Z onge it XTI B s AT T A 2
W, AR A, B4R, PESHEE R =AM
Wz S5E, ASCWBFRRIBET: (1) X
=AEARI N IR LA B (2) X =4
AR E R A A AR (3) &%
SAMEERRY AL D RE I P [, SR
FHHE TR BT A RFAE S A0 X — 2T SOB 4
A FERREA TR, AT A B A X —
AR B —E R R, RIS F X =
AT OB A S ERAIA.

—. HEEit

(—) EHRIR
ACHIEFE BT SR B0 R P R B [ [ 5K 0 R R
( British National Corpus, BNC) o ARSI CQPweb
( https://cqpweb.labes.ac.uk/ ) PIsEHEAER) BNC ( XML
edition ) - HHEATHRL T 8. H AR RN 700
LL “{possible/AD]J}” ,  “{probable/ADJ}” 1 “{likely/
ADJ) AR R, R URG P 2 B iR
AT ], 223845 possible HYIE] 33616 4%,
probable Y i 5] 1182 4%, likely Y& ] 22502 4%,
SRJE N TIMBR Z4xiEkE, B0 likely FHAERIRAGTE
Ko Fefim NI 8 s 19T P BRI =A~ H Frin)
FAOGTEAIES 1000 20 ARSI A3 HTiE L
(Z) BRRE

FRGEE X possible . probable | likely ZETEZS .
A PARGE SCRAE EIRFARICHE . AROTSERIAR
PUS FZR MBS Ak DR SR IE =2 i
BEATCRE B0 3 =7 I AEAS S Wk — 20T SCIA )
AN B AR BARE T iR R 5 ], T8 7
— T SR Y TE TR L AR RPN X 2 Ak
BRI SRER 8¢, AR T 40X =
MEEERRET . R BZA, BFET X =1
BB, WA Semd. HK, Tef)k
FRIE b, ARSCEE X =AME AL iy A 72
B, A vs W), R AT A TIRE: E
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i, R, DURGRNE, X R DR IE AR AR )
i EEMANEDIRE. 140 (1) Tt is important to
understand the possible hazards in order to avoid them.

(2) Tt can be possible for the document to be signed.

(3) It also makes it possible to watch the towplane
instead of the ground. TEX =) F possible i

SIERTE, i, LAAAME . Ja i RHIE |,
AR A B FBK possible, probable ., likely BT 1 it
ZIRZE), BN, IR vs ARTEL, Ak vs o,
Bk vs g, HAWRAEA] GBS MR 2R AR T
ERESE TR G T S S5 > S b | 2 3 1 I Y T AL L33 e
e 1 s,

F 1 FRIRBARIREES
VARSI Fritas FRIRTZ R
i) BAE, W% Kk
38 H5E .
Jeft JEG ., PR Bomdt
. RFRR RGN NG
QR FEW, il MG
s FETR LT A VS T VS AR, HAR VS g

SRR, X=NEERTE BNC iEEHE
A A BIANTE], possible 7E BNC 188 A A 45
BN 33616, likely AR 22502, 1M probable Ji

A M 1182, probable B SEL R 2 R possible ty
TGz 322 A T ANTE AR A X R
P,

% 2 possible. probable. likely 83455 % 3 R R
Friss I
PR 2 5% W fUPS 5k F3) wish HE EHE JE 4% LA e
Possible 0.73 0.25 0.03 0.99 0.02 0.94 0.07 0.98 0.00 0.02
Probable 0.86 0.13 0.01 1.00 0.01 0.97 0.03 0.87 0.08 0.04
Likely 0.87 0.12 0.01 0.99 0.01 0.98 0.02 0.77 0.17 0.06

=, HRER

( — ) possible. probable. likely P & 1& X
ZEHIT

A3 R ET BB prelust BUHRE T =ANTE
FARN N FRTE U T TIRE, SR IA 1 PR,

Cluster dendrogram with p-values (%)

98

£ E A
= o
Distance: euclidean
Cluster method: ward.D
[# 1 possible. probable. likely BBFELER

58

I 1 e[ EH, possible. probable. likely X =
BRI N ERFIREAAAE S X, B 562 probable 1
FHBFFE S likely SR AR, HZATHIH P HA R
98 1 100, ULHIBHEAS R EA EEE, 7ErhI
M RE e M TC w25 0 P B, BB
100, PESRIEAE R &, HK, 7E58 AR,
HE A%, possible S5 HAAPHAME IR ZEFHBK,
PR R SRS 43 Hr ) 4 R R RE SR 2 53 A1 AR B s e
T SCUL R Tge F R AE, BRI possible 5
probable , likely ) 1L 25 850K, (HIE R I SHr 4]
HEeYIL R AR AR RS A5, 52X
=AMEASTA Y N R 22 S R R AR I, PRt 3
AT e BEFEAT XS 0B A RE MR A i X =B
FAERT RN EERNE,

( Z) ¥ possible. probable. likely P &8
ERMEERR

A2 T, L7 1 B A
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ETEREMNIE X ERRITAFHES i——24 possible, probable. likely A4

A B A (E A AR 100% , U 3 A~ $idie 43 B
SRR E MW WA, " LUE X = A3
FHYE AT 1) & AN HR TR, 8 2 72 18 X8 W 23 A o 79 26
— B3, AW L possible 1] T 5 9% shiE
BIERM, B possible Al HF EahigArh, A
XA BEULHH possible 18 H T # R —f LT 20
FOLA AT RE PR, ARBT R R, B30 A s
FHBE BB R LR — R B WA 58, i b S0k
EMAE s Hok, MEEBCHIETSSRE, possible
255k e B DL RORE R B S AT S AE )
T, XFREHTES SR R possible B 55
E—EEH, XEMEHET possible 8 ik F
TRIK—Fh AR GE B, HWEEME, H
FITT AL, possible 3 & #% FHA/E ) F4ME, HidH
HAE ] A, FRUORAESS R W, X)
BRI s dikely 18] T HERE, Hilw
HF1Em B Z R UL a8 418, Bk, likely
BEA LR R A A e 2, X AN SRS 5
R T likely VEIE 2508 09 AT R ME R/ INRR BE A T —
ErhEl, FE, likely @¥ HTHEBES, HHE
AT RE 2 R 7T R BT N8 EWE IR R TE
S IR A, XN 43 B 45 R s probable 185 i)
THMEEwE, B TBMA 4Ll Lg%
ial, [AEF, F'ATH % B probable {5 ) T H BLAE
A A, S RECE T AR, BEAR
M5, likely 55 probable — 3 7E FHILFHIE L5
AEARL, o 35 78 X5 1 43 B 81 v 3R] 67 22 2

3, Wi possible A7 F X 2 7 A7 B B AT R IR
5P AR 22 S B, X L 23 M B 2 2R
HRED AR N M T HREAE T AT N
FRAE A AR B, /I A AR RL P B e T X
AR I RE L B AR R

CA-Biplot
0.6 SRR
03 v &iff M
Sy Likely #esh Al
S ok i
Zoo she WE R p, gy 5
< EX e P T
%‘ NCE -
£
Probabl
0.3
A A
-0.6
SE T
-0.5 0. .5 1.0

0 0.
Diml (63.8%)

[# 2 possible, probable. likely Xt Rz 434l

( =) possible. probable. likely 1E 5 i& B
B & 15 1 4 81 28 51
X =AMEAAR R U, B, (2
SETERARM I, X =SB iR i i 14 44 1)) 2
WA, B e possible FTBAR AY 24 17251,
BARGp2nE 3 s,

%< 3 possible FEiEEIHH &R L IEES

EAGESH Hit ikt KR
GRS 19 8% Interest, savings, reward, charge, bonuses, benefits
WiRre S 18 7% Ways, means, method, solutions, alternative, path
PR S 14 6% Policy, Actions, moves
AN 10 4% Prime minister, receivers, purchasers, passengers, reviewers, candidates, children, lieutenant
[LapEss 10 4% Explanation, understanding, interpretations
BEEiGyT e 5 2% Treatments, vaccines
fabiE . ek 5 2% Snags, loophole, bugs, pitfalls
AN 3 1% Changes
HAb 163 66% Enlargement, need, exception, criteria, etc.

122 3 o, BATKRECTRIA H, possible £
R A TR, BT 4 2R 2 i
JUZE: TREde. N BUORATBIE, SRRk,
BRI BRI TR, FERHREES, DU

https://doi.org/10.35534/wtt.0202008

X, BKE, possible 1€ W T 1) 45 1) 15 05
MBI EA, KRELUHE R .

TH# T possible FHEHif 47265, FHEiKE
— T probable &M IA2E5 . HEAHIL 4 4,
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EE 2022 FE25FE2H
F 4 probable ZEIEMEIHHIZ R FO BT
EAGESH Kt di ke KR
SERK 40 8% Outcome, result, consequence
ANZE 23 5% Allies, runner, loser, ancestor, successor
SRR 21 4% Costs, value, losses
s ] 28 19 4% Date, times, age
LBl ES 16 3% Effect, impact, importance, significance, influence
P /B 12 2% Origin, source, root, etc.
FRE 11 2% Explanation
EES 6 1% Cause
T 5 1% Diversity, category
HAhZ 341 69% Allies, destination, suicide, absence, etc.

% 4 Pios, FATTATLUE H probable 78 FEE
I, KRB R A, BIngRE . 1
e RS IRIGESE A, M R
K N4, HHr, probable &4 £ 1 44 1)

RERAEZI, XA ELA outcome, result,

consequence o possible # £, probable 1& i 1Y
EARESAID DIV 3=/ Sl oS I =% 1iE A
FERARE R o 2 558 Likely 22 TR B 44 1A] 2R

F5  likely EEEHE AR LIEES

E4uES Hohr L4 7l
A 16 19% Candidates, opponents, partner, winner, virgin, attenders, culprit, bidders, lads, successors
SERK 12 14% Outcome, result, consequence
Ak 6 7% Costs, price, benefit, value
PAES 4 5% Effects, influence, impacts
X I 2 4 5% Spot, area, region
iR 3 4% Way, method
HAh 2 39 46% Composition, illness, scenario, etc.

Hi 4 5 AT AN, likely £ R 1B B, F2H
T N2 4106, FU0: candidates opponents
partner, winner 55 24 1], H K, likely i 7] i F
& i 45 R 2 0 4 38, B W outcome., result,
consequence [IBt, f & 2\l g, likely 1 e E
I, PR TR R IR B,
BB ST R, UL likely FHAESE Hh (445144 T]
R, likely RKZHTHEGE, MUETFHRITE R .

25 PR, XFH possible, probable., likely P& fi
A4 TR LA SAFAS AT, probable {ii[a] T FIfEET#
HEMmmEERNEZ, HIR, possible fF HTEETE
fF, 44 RIS RS A probable {81 ) 42 1R) S 3114
%, WE I likely FIEE R EYISDL, likely FHFERE
TR AIIRRAAR, JEHIZ S possible Fil probable FH L,
H likely RZHATBEMASAT. &5, 2008
=ANME AR PV E I I i v O iR
possible fEETHN, TS EA RS Tk,

60

BURZSHEDS . ANRUUSHRBZA; probable 1EEE
W, HAms TR RS . A SN &
M)A 0 likely FRAETRR, HARAEMAG AL
RIS G ML R X B I A R A,
[T FEETE, possible i H FMEFTEAME; likely K
ZHRAEOL TR P Y SRR, T
probable KX o0 T2 E T, HHTARERX
WAL . AR ESCFEEAET possible, probable.,
likely =/~ 25 1Al 72 FAE RE 1 I B9 DX, 9K T AR 4l
Vel 2 BYRER AT G5 R AT A, 3k =SB AR 1]
DIHIEETESL, likely idofiifn] T HIMERTE, possible it
) T HIVERME,  PRIHASCHE PR AR IR likely
FAVEZRERS T3 PO TEZEILL L possible TEHIVERME
I EET TR
(19 ) likely #EF1E . possible ¥& I /E 2= Fp Bt
Brigs i ) OB 28 5
ESCFEFANZT possible, probable, likely =4
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TEARTE IR TR A DX, AR TR 18] = 10T
IIMTASRTTA, X =B AT LU E
A, likely @481 17 F FIVE R, possible I [7] T
VERNE . PR &2 B i, i
WIORBMTETE, A SO SRR 4k 22118 likely
FVERIERT EiE OS], possible 78 HAEAME
B OIS

M7 6 ATH, likely ZEHERIER, HHE 5K
A gt i, LA R,
UORA B A 1Y 2R PE i S AR ARRAIR I 1
i, JFHEMSEIHERERTE, 7 1000 4% likely 1E
e R R, H A ERIER SN 91.9%,
X EAN UL T likely 1EJE %5 6] If 524 1] T HI A
Kk,

=6 likely fERIERFTEMHAIEF FOIFELESR

FIEEH | B | L) fil¥
AFRAR ] 260 | 28% They, it, he, she

HEAFRACIH 00 | 11%

—_

Which, who, nothing, this, that

Sl (FHEAr) | 110 | 12%

Writers, women, residents, people
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A Corpus-based Behavioral Profile Analysis of Synonyms
—Take “Possible, Probable, Likely” as an Example

Li Na
School of English Studies, Sichuan International Studies University, Chongqing

Abstract: Corpus-based behavioral profile analyses can fully reveal the subtle differences of a group of synonyms.
Taking possible, probable and likely as examples, this study analyzes their differences in usage patterns based on the
data from the British National Corpus (BNC) by adopting the behavioral profile analysis. The results show that:
(1) Probable and likely are more similar in usage patterns, and probable is different from them; (2) Possible tends
to be used as a complement, often used with personal pronouns and abstract nominal objects, probable tends to
be used as an attribute, while likely tends to be used as a predicative, and tends to be used with personal pronouns
and inanimate nominal subjects; (3) When used as an attribute, probable tends to modify nouns indicating
results, people, money and value; probable tends to modify nouns indicating money and benefits, methods, politic
initiatives; while likely is often used as an attribute to modify nouns of people, results, money, influence and
region, and the degree of possibility expressed by likely is in the middle of the three.

Key words: Corpus; Behavioral profile analyses; Synonyms
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