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W BRAESE AT . ik e sE it | i AT il RS TR . — Rk
i 2 FRRER AT — Ok R SE R, HATEAR R 4. i HAESChris vk, bk
MIEREAEAE IO T B B SRS, e AT SR A (Leech, 1987)
MAgih,  CBESAREAORSGE ISR PR, " TR RHA I 1R B AE
FE NN EEIT (Bronckart & Sinclair, 1973; Guiora, 1983; Coppierers, 1987;
Robinson, 1990; Ramsay, 1990; Hinkel, 1992; Shirai, 1995; Lardiere, 1998; 2
Ko, Mk, 2003) , HLUERENEERL . HXFRE A DUE R 2 > H i
R RBIEE HADAL T2 FRES . ST, 2B TEA SR b 2 ) B i
TERHE, AT RGBT | N FHYGERHMAR RGO, I LU HRAEAT 5T
ANTRY R SlRT A v BB > 2 B ME S R 22 S b JHOX R A i sl ] i A
Ma7R, DUBSRAN YRR SR RHA S R A 2

2 Wz

2.1 WFAREIA

ARSCFTOEFE IR (1) AT RAR  rh s 3 ih 2 2] F AR 7
(2) WPLEIf RS Zy R 2oy ) AU R, HABOERARIEL . (3) DRt
PRt oy [l R BTt > 7 HE TR

2.2 MEREMRIR

BB A B R RS R — R E A BB E LS, MDOENE L B A
“A” ByiEF (Li & Thompson, 1981: 184-237) . Coppierers ( 1987: 544
573) R, AR I A S B 7 B AR T v e i /e
AR A G R RR I . K, SO ANE 5 AR RHA 22 5 el Re s
M) e ] 1 2 2] 0 DR IR 245 . ST IR Y S A5 A] R BRI SR DGR 1
FE Y B ) B RME L, H HMETE R SR ] F8 A 22 ) 56 R Ay, METERETE A
PLIRME R A Z BRI IEFICE”  (Jacobs, 1995: 194) . 4HfF5%, LIDUE RN
BETR 98T 27 2] 6 S TR AR 58 SRR B B 5 AR TR BB S AR K (Hinkel
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1992) ; Lardiere (1998 ) XJ7ESEREAEE T+ /N4 | Jeif BT AR K1
FFEAR N\ Patty HEAT T DI /\AE R BRERB Y, K IAE /\AErh, 58 AR 16 AE FLSE 08
THIRGE I Patty 76— fitidt 22 I 19 ) 15 5 T SE AR 2 T Jig . 76 H o R sS i Hh Al
FMER R R 34% 7040 X —WFFSE N — T BT, (HR R —E
PRI 3RO v [ 2 ) 3 FE AR > 15 0 TR0 S A E BRI TR, RO g
RILTEACE 2 ] F WA I, B bRiE (2003: 414-420) T8 B ELEFL
FMESLIMEE 87440 . . it/ i 2, R DU R 2 A )
TR 58 U 5 5 2 B R R e T, BRI ) B DT 2T B ) 3
IS, (AR RN BATRAEAE, SRR E A L B R
(p<0.001) o #Hiil, FATATLIGH

B —: B A AR Sty 2 3 AME AT, 2 T B R i 2 o
B HIHE R,

e = b Femh . BUAESE MU ) il v [l R~ il o) A i, ELBOHERR
(GRiizig

ik = b FRIIAE 58 U f5c B il v R 2 i 2] P AR R

23 HHRIE

2 ) YR TR R AR A L RSB IUGL . RF BN

LARE . FE LS FER A E TR, Bt —a 2000, HiER
W LR,

%=1 CLECiE#4 %
Table 1 Breakdown of CLEC

ZEM AR
ST2 Hr2gA: 214273
ST3 KAFTEE I 202779
ST4 RKEEHETFRSH 212527
ST5 BB LAV ARE R 217500
ST6 Heifr Tl = A% 228531
it 1075610

FAHRIR . heep://www.clal.org.cn/baseinfo/achievement/Achievement1.htm,
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Hh ] 2% ) 35 DTG TEOREPE X A 2] R TR R R R I ITK R G AT A
TE. XM H BRI EREMAH KL 50K 9%, IFFHA
VIR GE 5 AR A B 90 75 2 X R DR Y AT b e sl itk — 2P Al oy . — o 2K iy
VVREFIE RGN WIE ., shinlsmis . Ak, R0, BEEEE. &
L A L N B . R KRR ST gl
gy, AR R A i e /h s, Biln, VPR/RSIAMIERER, VP2RR
g 0%, VP3N Bl — R AR, VPeFRRIT AR R, HEE D
8 TR AR T AN R) 388 o (R AT AT A i 53—, JCAE TRORL PR v Ay 43 A1 15 150 7T
VLR R PE R G 3R R ok . EAR SO, B R B BRI B RE R 51K
fFWordsmith, M HE S o) 55 B TR Hh i R A2 9835 00 | /S
AF PR R BT W shia R RES R (VP6) |, IR I — 2 450 S LR A
KWK, Bl VP61 ( —MIAERFSPr) | VP62 ( —ftid LAfSPa) |
VP63 ( BITESE I PPerf ) . VP64 ( RIEFEATIIPrC) . VP65 (3af 25 58 i
PaPerf) . VP66 (i L#E47HPaC) | VP67 (—MLKRINSE) | VP68 (ad2:
KRt Paf) o SRIGXTRSEPED . NG & 45 shinl i A e DR 1 S ARtk £
PeAe, Arred 2] 3 AE s in AR T T A #E AP I B0, OF DA R R H R B 5 AN TR
Zfy i) B A T [ 1 A ) 35 I M B R 25 S B LR R 2 i Bl i B R U 1Y
R o AR TR R AE SR BOF RN bR, K2R UK (2027793 )
2 20 B TRORL T AL T TR K, RN (2125271 ) F T
TEOREI AT A0 A s KO o A AR B S R, AR SCRI BRI XT G R
R AR 2ET 3, FOR LIRS, (A% T3 P 4125 2] 3 10 iR R
TRl =BT H, HAARE BG83, IF HAEBRE XA bR TR F T A [H]
MR e =, BTA R AT H ko (H TR 9EH Y . ASEPIAS TR R/
HARTEAME, B EF A, W0 R 3R 0 B iR S A T AR Ak o A i
R AT

JRIF A T I8 - P SR AL x 100000

R AE 93 5005 645 0 B B 1007 5 (9 H BLBUE, R AR A XS
WL
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24 PEFIEREETNEPIRECLIEBIENIRKIREXY

VP6 (Zhialif iR ) JEVP (BhiakiR ) M—DF2, BRIz, VP
(BAEIESSIR ) hAsNEA VN, BIVPL (SRR ) | VP2 ([ E
IR ) . VP3 (FIE—FKRIR) . VP4 (ShiaERRiR ) . VPS (BhialAE
HkiR) | VPT (BhAEALIR) . VP8 (ShiaiE kiR ) . VPO (hiaig sk
W) o FRHEIRAL RIS A4/ NS BN S iR A A AR 2 TR

F 2 BINEFRAKRSH
Table 2 Breakdown of the VP category

Category CLEC ST3 ST4 Progress rate
VP1 1387.9 325.9 498.4 -53%
vp2 505.8 139.3 61.2 56%
VP3 22839 524.6 785.2 -49.7%
VP4 526.2 159.1 110.8 30.4%
VP5 502.7 118.7 107.4 9.5%
VP6 2428.7 356 311.6 12.5%
vp7 485.8 104.1 98.4 5.5%
VP8 88.4 16.3 8.3 49.1%
VP9 793.2 274.3 278.5 1.5%

FHRIR . http://www.clal.org.cn/baseinfo/achievement/Achievement1. htm

M BRI, VP6 (Zhidif Rk ) SRR~ — 1 207 I A [ 52 o) 3 0il
TORHE il W SR ek o TR BETE I | N7 R A/ N e Sl SR R A 5
WMWY, VPe (il AR ) AYZEL IR EE 4 S EIBCE Y, v s T VP2 ([
ERERIR ) VP8 (hiaif kiR ) VP4 (hin@ kiR ) o XIELFENIE
TR, RIIHR I A3 AR it ) 3 BOME A, b e et~
HHIME R

25 BHRIRHVEHE
SR EAG I TR BTl A K 5 ) AR
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FIE 73 FERL BRGNS 11 P Sl i A SR B AR XN A

F 3 RZEHRFO, AEAEDFEPIRMELRSBFE DS
Table 3 Breakdown of overall standardized frequencies of erroneous tenses in

both sub-corpora of band 4 and band 6 Non English-major university students

Tense category N. of tense errors % of tense errors
VP62(SPa) 101 49%
VP61(SPr) 70 33.4%

VP65(PaPerf) 7 3.15%

VP63(Pperf) 5 2.55%
VP64(PrC) 4.5 2.18%
VP67(SF) 44 2.1%
VP68(PaF) 3 1.45%
VP66(PaC) 1.5 0.73%

F 4 KRZFHEN, NEFEANFERNRMERIRE BAEISRE S E S
Table 4 Breakdown of standardized frequencies and progress rate of tense errors

in ST3 and ST4

Tense Category ST3 ST4 Progress rate
VP61SPr 91 43 52.03%
Vp63PPerf 6 4 41.3%
VP62SPa 86 108 -25.4%
VP65PaPerf 4 8 -80.2%

HIZE3 AT L, RAFeiB I . S e OB & 1 3 iRl AR 2R 52 4 J& V6
(— B FAERTSPr ) FIVP62 (—ftid 5mfSPa) , #UE3 9267, 379, 4R,
XILBR b FUAN I 2 R A — BB B R — PRt 2 B D v %) ol R AR b Al o
&7 (Kennedy, 1998: 122-230) , FrLA3FrH b8 IMARAR - J0ik [l A
SCHTHEH BRI, Wi AR, Bl Xt REPaBm | ASHFEF R (BT
VPOo4BLTEFEATHT . VPOT—RCRE R . VP68id JKe sk it FV P66t 25 47 X U
FREHA AT AR T T, B ORARF S AU, WA Aol 2%, )
FEE G R A SR R U, A5 R AR T A ) 3 7E DU b 22 Zim) i A ) 15
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D7 HEAEEE, DOITIE B T AS [ (04 s i) R 2 el A7 ek 2 22 0], OF Hatk— 4
7R T KA TR 2 5 BOMEIASHEE 1 BHAJ&33 25 52 it (VP65 PaPerf) |
— it LBF (VP62 Spa) MITESERES (VP63 PPerf) , BT 355
H-80.2% . —25.4%HM41.3%, XHHAE T —, Bt Zemt . ARSI AE S
iy IR 2 a2 ) AR R, BOEIRAS E

2.6 ESEBEVIHA

TERZFIAEN | ANHEFHEP, EHENSEHRAEREERA SRS 2
g Tz HEHA . FEBIH TP SRR —R AR A" (target
tense—erroneous tense pairs ) FJJFIGIIEL. T WAL RS IRDY . ASNRFET %
FHRHA—IR I RHAXT 744K (target tense—erroneous tense pairs ) HYJE A%, AT
DI Y d5c 78 5 il R 27 iy ) B IR R shirl ik (LI 1) o B 5 BLAY R
REIEL, A LA SRR R

Simple Present t—Simple Past* (527) SPr* SPa (343) SPa* SPr (184)
Simple Past t— Present Perfect* (49) SPa* PPerf (7) PPerf*  SPa (42)
Simple Present t—Present Perfect* (33) SPr* PPerf (10) PPerf*  SPr(23)
Simple Present t—Simple Future* (23) SPr* SF(6) Sk* SPr (17)
Past Future t—Simple Future* (14) PakF* SK(5) Sk* PakF (9)
Present Continuous t— Simple Present* (11) PrC* SPr (1) SPr* PrC (10)
Simple Present t— Past Perfect* (7) SPr* PaPerf (4) PaPerf* SPr (3)
Simple Future t—-Simple Past™* (7) SPa* SFK(2) Sk* SPa (5)
Simple Past t— Present Continuous* (2 ) PaC* PrC (2) PrC* PaC (0)

1 USRS IERER L RZEFIERESBREMBERENBESUR ST
Figure 1 The breakdown of the overall frequencies of Target vs. erroneous use in

both sub-corpora of band 4 and band 6 Non English-major university students

EEER P R s — BEEAE R 5 — i 2 R p S R = (O
527) , PAPE o M R e il ) FIRE , (HANATSCRR, X sihs bR
PRI Sy 33 T e 25 78 e 3 v i) S B 1 P 230 00 T A B A (Kennedy, 1998) .
It LAFRAT A 78 0 09 B IA O TR PR J 26— (49 ) BRAE S8 I 5 — ik
i 2% I B By A o [ R A TR 2 ) HIRIE . XA ESIE S AR SO AT R H A ki =

https://doi.org/10.35534/Iin.0603019 www.sciscanpub.com/journals/lin



PEARFRIESIERIBHEIER DM
— R TP EEESE T HER RO —TRR « 255 -

AETE

3 WESH

EHIET ¥R McCarthy (1991: 62) Wiiid: “AFEIEFWEHEAE EE X
M2E5. " ZICBEIN), SCIUMIFPE 5 I ARE & B A B8 SCR AN R ZE AR KRR |
FECT AR I IHRIR R R W TH 2 ) H W — DR fEX 4, Tk EE
T M R —IE BT X — “Z R —IR FEHAX ST AR”  (target
tense—erroneous tense pairs ) , A I A5 25 5 (BB A DUE IR 2 1B 2
ABEARE . FNEW, 1 — ot ErF—IAE 5 A" X — IR R —iR
FHRHAX SEAR” o, BESE DU 09 RS0 2] 5 SR ) T 7612 — i 2 i
AR A BUAESE I, (R 42) o X T axAviim, 2B AN HARIRTE T
DUBZTIAR “ob” Fseghik 77 fafEHES RS2 o

3.1 ZMHK L7

EDGET, fRmtRil W7 R —-FgRloag il —k. ik
AEAREE, 7 FRIREERIE R R C R A, A Y TR
H I ITE SE IR . BBl

(1) FIZL|R T S

WA BAREEE], e CWER” CHAERTT , i RN EAR IR
6] N/ & Az it (Li & Thopson, 1981: 226-228) , HFHEEAH Y THE H i) —iK
SU SN I IP

(2) PHAFRT, FilF it R i .

HE5 AT RAR N

o KR S+ B iR+ 2 iR it

Sk “nk” 5N R R ) F G DO 2D, AT SRR B s ) v AT
WL, il

(3) QARBARGXAIH AR W L, AR S bz 2 . O 4 A%,
2000: 477)

wWww.sciscanpub.com/journals/lin https://doi.org/10.35534/1in.0603019



PEARFRIESIERIBHEIER DM
+ 256 - — R TP EEESE T HER RO —TRR

3.2 &R T

TEDLUES, EERRIARIC 77 FoRHE—ZETE— & BT 2 58 . Ak
AEAREE], T FREFUAEVIE N2 E 2588, A T+
(B SE 4D -

(1) FRIpUE TRV LR,

WA BAREFE], ean AR C SRR, (T RN EELE RN RS
I N/ETE Se i, HAEARY T3 iy — i 2emt . il

(2) PIAERT, FETIE,

HE5 AT RA N

1T RIS+ B+ e A R T

FEABUEOLT, SEEsR T Wl SFEORM A EE R, Fln:

(3) UK F 7Y LARE ., (Dai, 1997)

A AT, AR R MR B, DUB LR it Fsesiik T W]
Ry 5 T I IUAE S8 U R4S o SR AEAE 2l vy [ 2 AR L BE A R DU o
BAEE < GEERFRIAME ) +3hE+S8k S (%45 T ) T x—
g5k, M E ARG R AR TP IR T SRS R T B R
B CEBUZESERLRT” XA, FEis SRR S A ¢ (i RS ) +30iA
PERAESE U S5 H . X AE el h JCBEJE I R i b e . HLR 1k e )
Al 5 S A SRR AAA W, RO “BUAESE R R BLR, Bt kA
PFSERYEEIIR, HOAETE U To— BN ZBEAE, 1 have finished the wine ten
minutes ago /&= AN IEIEMIEAY”  (Trask, 1997: 165) .

d

H.

4 &5iE

M2, BEERTUE I KA DR 2F ) E 7 DB AR ) 1505 T 1 2R 1R e U
Arrhin B RS SR . I, BEE SR TGE Y 9EE R ) e ER B Bt
B B E P s A FE AR B AR i B, U H TR SE AT, Fp 2
AL AR S, RE R TUE P AN HEER R SELRIA T, fEHerh,
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BN A LA A TSR IR I 15 05 AR R & v 8 4, IR 4 BIEX T
RAFIEE B2 > 3, WA R IR 2

(AP HFEIL “tense” HFAEAN, & FJohansson and Lysvag (1987:
117) 8930, BPAES “BHR” )
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An Analysis of Errors in English Style of Chinese
College English Learners
—Based on a Study from the Corpus of Chinese English

Learners
He Qiong

School of Foreign Languages, Wuhan University, Wuhan

Abstract: Numerous studies on L2 acquisition of English tense have been
conducted home and abroad over the past 30 years, however, since corpus-
based study on the acquisition of tense of Chinese college English students is
still lacking, the hypotheses drawn upon previous studies haven’t been testified
with large quantities of written texts of Chinese college English students. The
present paper seeks to testify the hypotheses on the basis of Chinese Learner
English Corpus (CLEC), and then sketch out the implication of the study for
College English Education.

Key words: CLEC; Acquisition of English tense; Chinese college English learner
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