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Activity 1 Using corpus evidence to understand language use in student writing

In this activity, we are going to focus on ‘this + noun’ structure in student academic writing. Look at
the nouns that collocate with ‘this’ in the three EMI sub-corpora: HUM, ENG, and BUS. The collocation
graphs contain nouns collocates of ‘this’, with 10 or more occurrences in each of the sub-corpora,
using the span R1-R2.

Working in a pair or a small group, use the data to consider the following questions:
Q1: What type of nouns (e.g. in terms of semantic properties) do we see in the data?
Q2: What is the pattern for each of the disciplines?
Q3: In what way are the patterns in the three disciplines similar to/different from each other?

Q4: What are possible pedagogical implications of these findings?

HUMANITIES & SOCIAL SCIENCES

H #lancsBox X 400 a #
- - x

EMI_HUM whele corpus | 255K | lemma Tlim -l-(R -

this x i T

Q, this Hits: 1,656 (6,501.05)  Text approach_N )

Y Log Dic.. . Jperspective_MN

- . test_N
Collocat T Freq. (colle T Freq. (corpus) 9 way N
e - Jistening_M
essay N B5
perspective N 10 104

type_N
.d;sserlahon_N
sty N 49 456

fistening_ N 11 57 .lhls study_N Jcontext_N
. . ® " _section_N
spprosch_N 7 essay N L] task_N
period_MN
—— 19 382 Jexample_N
paper_N JPoint_N
analysis_N 1 338 [ ] - period_M
o !
X - case_ N .
way_N 26 252 ® - time panalysis_N
Sme._
section_N Fll 1 research N
Ll Jmiage_N
dissertation_ N 16 25
[
case_N 30 241 200 400 600
Maximized tool.

SPACE FOR NOTES:




ENGINEERING

B3 “LancsBox X 4.0.0 - X
this
x x
EMI_ENG whole corpus v 358K | lemma v Rl v - R ~
this x A
Jway N .group_N
Q this Hits: 3,357 (9,371.26)  Texts Jreaction Ny 1o
T Freq (co.. .da‘”mimmrmaﬁun N
b r ,approach_N
Collocat ¥ ‘Freq. (co. Y v "Freq. (corpus) poirit_N.area_N
study N ® )
report_N 129 265 ® L.assumption_N
process_N model Kegister N
project N 120 379 ® .C-’ASEJg LKE Semperature_N
value_N 75 872 project N LSimulation_N
investigadiemano_N
process N 57 463 ° SR
"ws solution_N
study_N 49 241 repag_| '
. . StageaBbiication_N
case N 47 207
.deslgillwe—N
section_N 44 374 type N
value_N issue N
method_N 2 439 .SEGHD,LN Sweek N+ 7(¢N
eXDAHHGE!
model N 28 706 method_N a‘sis N
1 resefl@ﬂ_wgb—N
design N 2% 840 ® ol N * -
result_N eqfation_
week N 23 105 . T system J’sz?em N—_'BIOHCEDLN
point N 2 o3 200 400 600 800 sredson N
Changed unit to lemma.
B3 #LancsBox X 400 - X
this i
% *
EMI_BUS whole corpus v | 156K | Lemma v (Rl v - R -
this x o
Q this Hits: 1,005 (6,425.67)  Texts: 50/,
Y Frea. (.. Gstratogy_N
Pl @ <
Collocat Y Freq. (colle Y Freq. (corpus)  Le
essay N ESS 39 10¢ R study N
approach N 34 229 98 ’
.perspecuvefN
report_N 21 75 93
essay N
case N 15 e a8 - .
report_N section_N
study_N 3 a7 86
method_N 2 131 86 .this .modeI_N
case_N__ .
modelN 15 317 85 ° —"broject_N
variable_N 13 155 85 approach N
strategy N 4 283 es . method_N
o |
perspective N 12 128 84
project N 18 728 84 .variable_N
section_N 10 43 83 200 400 600
Created GraphColl tab searching for "this".

SPACE FOR NOTES




Activity 2: Using corpus evidence to understanding how less and more successful student writers
differ from each other

In this activity, we are going to consider what corpus data can reveal about differences between less
and more successful student writing. The students writing from Business & Management was divided
into two categories: i) the writing that received higher marks (merit and distinction) and ii) the writing
with lower marks (pass). The two sub-corpora were searched for the occurrence of words related to
different dimensions of academic writing.

Frequency of target words in lower- and higher-scored Business essays

Linguistic category Example Relative frequency per 10,000 words
words Lower-scored essays Higher-scored essays
. , likely 156.7 196.9
Adjectival expressions of .
. possible 940.2 492.2
certainty .
typical 52.2 69.2
Indefinit ; anything 104.5 32.8
NASHNITE Pronounstor o ) mething 156.7 65.5
generalizability
everyone 173.4 43.6
. suggest 0 76.1
Words for hedging )
might 783.5 63.6
Words for discourse additionally 52.8 98.4
organisation thus 64.2 393.8

Working in a pair or a small group, use the data to consider the following questions:

Q1: In what way is the use of the target linguistic features in more and less successful writing of
Business students similar or different?

Q2: What are the possible reasons for the differences in the two sub-corpora?

Q3: How could we explore these findings further?

Q4: What are possible pedagogical implications of these findings? How could we use these
findings in teaching and materials design?
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Activity 3 Using corpus evidence to understand how student and expert writers differ from each
other

In this activity, we are going to focus on ‘this + verb’ structure in student and expert academic writing.
Look at the verbs that collocate with ‘this’ in two corpora: i) Academic writing in the British National
Corpus 2014 and ii) the EMI_HUM. The collocation graphs contain verb collocations of ‘this’, with 10
or more occurrences in each of the corpora, using the span R1-R2.

Working in a pair or a small group, use the data to consider the following questions:

Q1l: In what way are the patterns in EMI_HUM and BNC2014 (academic writing) similar or
different? (e.g. Is there an overlap between the two groups in their choice of verbs? Is the range
of verbs similar or different?)

Q2: What are the possible reasons for the differences in the two sub-corpora?

Q3: What are possible pedagogical implications of these findings? Can we use these findings in

designing EAP materials?
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