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Abstract

The cultivation of writing ability has always been one of the teaching goals of
English majors. It is listed as the five skills of English learning along with lis-
tening, speaking, reading and translation. Nowadays, people gradually realize
that most Chinese college students’ English writing ability is not very satis-
factory. One of the problems is that most students are affected by their moth-
er tongue. The Chinese way of thinking hinders the development of their
language skills, thus restricting further language learning. English corpus is of
great help in terms of vocabulary, grammar usage, monitoring and verifica-
tion of the correctness of language output. In this paper, the author combines
the teaching practice of English writing with the application of English cor-
pus, and conducts research on its effectiveness. Results show that students’
language errors in compositions are reduced, their vocabulary becomes richer
and more diversified, and students’ feedback is very good. Besides, this me-
thod can also encourage students to learn independently to improve their
writing skills.
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1. Introduction

The cultivation of writing ability has always been one of the goals of English
teaching. It is listed as the five skills of English learning along with listening,
speaking, reading and translation. Nowadays, it is obvious that most Chinese
college students’ English writing ability is not quite satisfactory. One of the rea-
sons is that most students are affected by their mother tongue. The Chinese way
of thinking hinders the development of their language skills, thus restricting

further Language learning. In English writing, most second language learners
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cannot express their ideas correctly. By analyzing the language errors of stu-
dents’ writing, writing teachers have found that most of the mistakes are mainly
concerned with word selection, prosody, fixed collocation, etc. (Ye, 2002). The
corpus is of great help in terms of vocabulary, grammar use, collocation of lan-
guage output (Dong & Chu, 2010). Teng Yanjiang and Liu Shizhu have dis-
cussed the possibility of applying corpus to writing teaching (Teng & Liu, 2006).
Although linguists have always emphasized the role of corpus in teaching, the
use of corpus in writing teaching is not as common as people have expected. The
reason may be that there lacks a corpus which is handful and can be used at any
time for teachers and learners. If teachers are used to using corpus, they will be
happy to introduce corpus into teaching. English teachers can choose some cor-
pora to assist in teaching on purpose, which is a better way to show the natural
use of language to students.

In view of this, the author has made some attempts to apply corpora to the
teaching of writing, and found that the Corpus of Contemporary American Eng-
lish, abbreviated as COCA, can help students solve the problem of “how to write”
in writing. If teachers can teach students the basic methods of using the corpus,
students can discover the mistakes in their compositions by themselves and

make corrections, which improves their autonomous learning ability greatly.

2. Research Background

Since the 1960s, corpus construction and research have made rapid progress.
Researchers and learners have drawn more objective and convincing conclusions
by processing language data with computers. At present, some scholars have ap-
plied the corpus to the teaching of English writing.

Cai Shaolian finds that learners’ writing interests can be aroused by adopting
corpus-based teaching method after conducting an empirical research. At the
same time, learners’ writing ability has been improved, which provides a more
effective way than the traditional writing teaching methods (Cai, 2008).

In order to improve students” English writing ability, Liu Qin and He Lei has
constructed a corpus-based autonomous learning model for Chinese science and
engineering students in English writing and used action research methods to
conduct teaching experiments. The results show that integrating corpus tech-
nology into autonomous learning and appropriately emphasizing the guiding
role of teachers are conducive to students’ English writing (Liu & He, 2017).

To solve the problem that some college English writing teachers paid more at-
tention to the structure and ignored language and content of students’ composi-
tion, Jin Rong suggests that teachers should introduce corpus to English writing
teaching, teach students to use this tool, and then guide students to analyze the
stylistic and linguistic characteristics of different genres. The final goal is to im-
prove students’ writing abilities (Jin, 2019).

Huang Xiaomei analyzes the role of a small learner corpus which is built by
herself. She points out that the small learner corpus built by the teacher can be

used in college English writing teaching. Teachers’ self-built small learner corpus
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can be used in all aspects of college English writing teaching because of its out-
standing advantages such as strong pertinence, clear purpose, and strong opera-
bility (Huang, 2019).

The corpus teaching method embodies the concept of data-driven learning
(DDL), which was put forward by Johns. The main idea is that learners can dis-
cover and summarize the rules of language use by themselves by exploring the
word collocation, grammatical rules and pragmatic characteristics (Johns, 1991).
As a guide, teachers provide learners with learning resources and guide them to
explore and discover continuously in their learning. In this research, the teach-

ing experiment is guided by data-driven theory.

3. Teaching Experiment Based on COCA
3.1. Teaching Platform

This teaching experiment is based on the application of COCA. The American
Contemporary English Corpus, abbreviated as COCA, is currently the largest
online English corpus which is free and open. It is composed of five different
styles of spoken English, novels, popular magazines, newspapers, and academic
articles, expanded at a rate of 20 million words every year to ensure the timeli-
ness of the corpus content. It is considered to be the most suitable English cor-
pus for studying the current development and changes of American English.

English learners can use COCA for English learning.

3.2. Teaching Objects

This teaching experiment is conducted in the English writing course, which is a
compulsory course for the second year English majors of one university in Hebei
Province. English writing lasts from September to June each academic year. The
objects of this teaching experiment are second year undergraduates from English
department taught by the author.

3.3. Teaching Experiment Process

This teaching experiment was conducted from March 1, 2021 to March 26, 2021.
Thirty students were chosen to participate in the experiment. They are divided
into six groups with 5 students in each one. After studying English writing skills
in the last semester, students had acquired a certain amount of knowledge about
diction, sentences, paragraphs and main styles of writing. Therefore, in the second
semester, students were required to do writing practices and make comments as
much as they could.

In the first week of the second semester, an argumentative essay was selected
as the teaching content, and COCA was used as teaching resources and methods.
At the beginning of the teaching experiment in the first week, teacher explained
the contents, overall structure and language characteristics of the selected article,
and then handed out an article to students, asking students to discuss the main
idea of the article in class after reading it, and to write an argumentative essay

within 45 minutes.
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In the second week, the teacher first introduced the usage of COCA to the
students, and guided the students to use the corpus to modify their own articles,
and conducted group evaluation after the modification. In the process of revi-
sion and mutual evaluation, students could use COCA and marked them in the
article. Each group summarized the problems they had found and presented
them in class. At last, they handed the articles to the teacher for final correction.

In the third week, the teacher first summarized and explained the students’
overall opinions. The articles were handed out to the students, and the students
continued to modify their articles.

In the fourth week, the final draft after the students’ corrections will be eva-

luated by each group and submitted to the teacher after the evaluation.

4. Teaching Summary

After students are used to using COCA, they are like being immersed in a real
language environment and can learn independently at any time and any place as
long as they can get online. Through research, it is found that students can use
COCA specifically in the following aspects:

4.1. Diction

Because of the influence of Chinese, many Chinese students tend to adopt the
way of direct translation when choosing words while writing. For example, there
is nothing grammatically wrong with the phrase “study knowledge”, but there is
no such an expression in English. After search the word “knowledge” in COCA,
students can find that the word “study” has never appeared before “knowledge”.
“Study” and “knowledge” don’t match. The most commonly used collocation is
“gain knowledge”, followed by share knowledge, acquire knowledge, construct
knowledge, demonstrate knowledge, etc. In this way, students can check the
context and learn the corresponding usage (see Figure 1).

4.2. Semantic Prosody

It seems that many words do not have obvious emotional coloring. However, by
searching in COCA, some words seem to be neutral, but when they are accom-
panied by specific vocabulary, they will have some associative meanings, such as
praise or dislike. For example, many students often use “cause” when writing,
which seems to be a neutral word. Whereas, after searching the word “cause” in
COCA, they have found that “cause” is often followed by some derogatory term
(see Figure 2). The most common collocation with cause is problems, then can-
cer, trouble, harm, Damage, etc. “Lead to” has the same translation in Chinese,
but after searching it in COCA, it is found that its semantic prosody is relatively
neutral. For example, the most common collocation is “changes”, followed by

violence, success, etc. (see Figure 3).

4.3. Fixed Collocation

Some students are not familiar with the fixed collocations in English, and mixes
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vocabulary randomly, especially the mismatch of prepositions. With COCA,
students can choose one of the functions of collocation to prove whether that
collocation is right or wrong. For example, some students will write a sentence--
“he offers an insight about this hot issue” in their compositions. While, search-
ing the word “insight” in COCA, students can find that “insight” and “about”
have never appeared together. They can also learn the correct expression “an in-
sight into ...” (see Figure 4).

(& Corpus of Contemporary American English @ B 4 [B

ACCOUNT

SEARCH

ON CLICK: | | CONTEXT| @ TRANSLATE (ZH) (&) BING (&) IMAGE [E] PRONMIDEO (1) BOOK
S S
1 [m] 368 1.53 6.04

GAINED . 24110
2 O | can 220 . 47155 0.49 430 |
3 O | SHARING 203 . 38502 0.53 451 |
4 [J | ACQUIRE 187 . 11816 1.58 6.00 | EE——
5 O | ACQUIRED 169 . 18644 0.81 520 |
6 O | REQUIRES 144 . 53450 0.27 3.54 |
7 O | ACQUIRING 111 . 5798 1.81 637 | EE—
8 O | GAINING 7 . 11579 0.61 472 | —
9 O | consTrRuCT 65 . 13195 0.49 441 | E—
10 [0 | DEMONSTRATE 62 . 22469 0.28 3.57 | —
1 O | DERvED 40 . 14969 0.27 353 |
12 O | POSSESSED 39 . 8817 0.44 425 |
12 O | imMparT 32 . 1629 233 6.65 | mm—
14 O | IMPARTING 37 . 510 7.25 829 |mmm—m
15 O | apeLYiNG 36 . 14981 0.24 337  |m—
16 O | possess 35 . 11562 0.30 371 |-
17 [J | TRANSFERRING 31 . 4115 0.75 5.02  |me—
18 [ | CONSTRUCTING 31 . 4165 0.74 500 |-
19 [J | SPECIALIZED 30 . 11061 0.27 355 |
20 [ | DISSEMINATE 28 . 1244 225 6.60 |mm
21 O | GLEANED 28 . 1737 1.61 612 |mmm
22 O | INTEGRATE 28 . 7334 038 404 |
23 O | TRANSMIT 26 . 3717 0.70 491 |mmm
24 O | EmMBODIED 26 . 4559 0.57 462 (mmm
25 O | ACCUMULATED 23 . 5723 0.40 411 |
26 O | RELATING 22 M s 0.23 ECER <

Figure 1. Most Commonly Used Verbs in front of “knowledge”.

ACCOUNT

SEARCH

ON CLICK: | [E]CONTEXT | () TRANSLATE {ZH) () BING [af IMAGE [E] PRON/VIDEO [} BOOK

1 [m] 926 0.49

PROBLEMS, . 190566 477
2 [ CcANCER 606 . 28143 0.69 5.27
3 [ | TROUBLE 518 . 90849 0.57 500 | I
4 O | HarRm 499 . 31262 1.60 649 |
5 O | pamaGe 377 . 59412 0.63 516 I
6 O PamN 308 . 96193 0.32 417 |
7 O | Disease 250 . 88859 028 399 |
8 0O | auTism 195 . 10444 1.87 672 |
9 [ | ceLesre 129 . 206 91.75 1233
10 O | CONFUSION 153 . 19271 0.79 543  EEE—
1 O | INURY 113 . 35586 0.32 416
12 O | ILNess 110 . 26495 0.42 455 |
13 O | INFLAMMATION 92 . 5316 173 6.61 —
14 O | sTRess 91 . 49895 0.18 336 -
15 O | cHAos 89 . 17853 0.50 281 —
16 O | symeTOMS 83 . 30961 0.27 39z
17 [0 | HEADACHES 79 . 5378 147 637  mEm
13 O | INFECTION 74 . 22084 0.34 424 =
19 O | INFLATION 73 . 22219 0.33 221 -_—
20 0O | LuNG 70 . 11209 0.62 514 | mmm
21 O | MARKETING 67 . 44328 0.15 308 mmm
22 O | DIARRHEA 66 . 3132 211 689  EEE
23 O | DisCOMFORT 63 . 6600 0.95 575 (A
24 O | cere 62 . 67 92.54 1235 .
25 O | uver 60 . 12624 0.48 474 =
26 O | Havoc 59 | 3763 1.57 646  |mEE 1

Figure 2. Most Commonly Used words after “cause”.
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9
10
1
12
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18
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20
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22
23
24
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2

O CHANGES . 126864 0.09 3.51 |
O | vioLENCE 13 . 83938 0.13 404

O | success 83 . 102982 0.08 3.30

[ | DIsASTER 70 . 31858 0.25 492

O | cancer 79 . 88143 0.09 3.45

[J | DEBRESSION 65 . 26723 018 443 |
[0 | CONFUSION 60 . 19271 0.31 525 | I
O | IMPROVEMENTS 53 . 16250 0.33 532 I

O | INCReAsEs 45 . 35717 0.13 3.98

O | iNuRyY 44 . 35586 0.12 3.02 I

O | cHaos a1 . 17853 0.23 481

O | FRUSTRATION 40 . 16050 0.25 493 I

[ | FEELINGS 29 . 51416 0.08 321 |

O | rome 36 . 17951 0.20 461 |

O | InFLaTION £ . 22219 0.16 431 I

O | suicibe 35 . 33817 0.10 3.66
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O | osesiy 25 . 11089 0.23 473 I
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Figure 3. Most Commonly Used words after “lead to”.
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2
3
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5
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9
10
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12
13
14
15
16
17
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INTO 6762 . 1461779 0.46 7.94

[ | REGARDING 59 . 51541 0.1 503 1
O | MEDITATION 37 . 7489 0.49 803 I
O | porn 26 . 8308 0.31 738 1
O | NETWORK 20 . 80469 0.02 372 ||
O | GAINED 19 . 24110 0.08 539 |
O | sowL 17 . 54619 0.03 405 ||
O | CONCERNING 13 . 22600 0.06 493 |
O | MAGAZINE 13 . 59591 0.02 353 ||
[ | SNAPSHOT 2 . 2177 0.25 7.06 |
O | COMMUNICATIONS 7 . 28610 0.02 370 ||
O | LANDER 6 . 2025 0.30 730 ||
O | eoimions 6 . 4218 0.14 624 ||
[ | WHATSOEVER 5 . 10679 0.05 464 ||
[ | APPLES 5 . 13756 0.04 427 ||
O | rRewarD 5 . 17076 0.03 39 |
O | xo 4 . 17 23.53 1361 ||
O | scoor 4 . 5701 0.07 522 ||
O | TWO-SEATER 3 . 278 1.08 916 ||
O | RIDDLES 3 . 980 031 734 ||
O |es 3 . 1279 0.23 695 |
[ | AFFORDED El . 32200 0.08 535 ||
O | NEWSLETTER 3 . 7943 0.04 433 ||
O | ENTERPRISES 3 . 8622 0.03 421 |l
O | enasLED 3 . 9586 0.03 405 ||
[ | GuDES 3 ] 9762 0.03 402 |l i

Figure 4. Most Commonly Used words after “insight”.

5. Conclusion

After introducing corpus into writing teaching, it is found that students’ lan-
guage errors in composition are reduced. The vocabulary in their compositions
has become richer and diversified. Students are satisfied with the aid of COCA,
which is considered to be a convenient platform in their English studying. There
are some limitations of this teaching research since it is only carried out in four
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weeks. In the future, more research on such kind of online corpus should be

conducted.
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