NEREEE A T 4 7 FRBEVE SR

% 8 W EMEHERMTIEIE % 16 [H HrRFISBEEDO ZRH
P& & EilE#R GLadikT)
'%B £ P E (AT

Hnl ELP

& HE:: 20164 2H 14H (H) ffl4£ : 13:30-16:30
¥ 70TV P AUNR—=DKIE, 10:30F TIZITSHE T IV,
k IRE R SF CREEWVWEL L £97,

& 57T BT R P RIMH F ¥ 82 (KGANT A7 =7 KHR) 146 14048
[Fr 7€ #1] T530-0013 KBKHTILXARNT19-19 77 r—X ¥ T —
[7 7+ *] http:/lwww.kwansei.ac.jp/kg_hub/index.html

® NE:

1. REEEOWIAHICEET 2 2T (FRi7 ey =7 FEEDOIEER)

—— <R > —

2. W

(%A hL]  BARANISGEFSBEE BT 5 YR0C « S/ pE R
Y /T ER WEERKRT) [BEELF]

(PAL BRFrig)
N E THEA TE 73R

[“F1%]
2014.11. (Ef)

2014.12. Shin, D., & Nation, P. (2008). Beyond single wordhe most frequent collocations in

spoken EnglishELT Journal, 62 (4), 339-348.

2015.01. Ellis, N. C., Simpson-Vlach, R., & Maynard, C. (B)0Formulaic language in native and

second language speakers: Psycholinguistics, ctirgusstics, and TESOLTESOL
Quarterly, 42 (3), 375-396.

2015.02. Simpson-Vlach, R., & Ellis, N. C. (2010). An acaderiormulas list: New methods in
phraseology researchpplied Linguistics, 31 (4), 487-512.

2015.04. Kim, S., & Kim, J. (2012). Frequency effects in riltiword unit processing: Evidence

from self-paced readinESOL Quarterly, 46 (4), 831-841.

2015.05. Hallin, A.E., & Lancker, D.V. (2015). A closer loak formulaic language: Prosodic
characteristics of Swedish proverBgplied Linguistics, 36 (1), 1-23.

2015.07. Siyanova-Chanturia, A. (2013). Eye-tracking and ERPmulti-word expression
research: A state-of-the-art review of the methadl findings.The Mental Lexicon, 8
(2), 245-268.

2015.09. Carrol, G., & Conklin, K. (2015). Cross languageidal priming extends to formulaic
units: Evidence from eye-tracking suggests thatittéa ‘has legsBilingualism:
Language and Cognition, 1-19.

2015.11. Lin, P. M. S. (2010). The phonology of formulaicggences: A review. In D. Wood



2015.12.

2016.01.

2016.02.

(Ed.), Perspectives on formulaic language: Acquisition and communication (pp. 174-
193). London: Continuum.
Wolter, B., & Gyllstad, H. (2013). Frequency of ui@nd 12 collocational processing.
Sudiesin Second Language Acquisition, 35, 451-482.
Yamashita, J., & Jiang, N. (2010). L1 influencetlba acquisition of L2 collocations:
Japanese ESL users and EFL learners acquiringdbrggilocationsTESOL Quarterly,
44, 647-668.

(1)

Cf. /PRI m Y= 7 FaE]

2014.11.

2014.12.

2015.01.

2015.02.

2015.04.

2015.05.
2015.07.

2015.09.

Martinez, R., & Schmitt, N. (2012). A phrasal exgsi®ns listApplied Linguistics, 33

(3), 299-320.
Conklin, K., & Schmitt, N. (2012). The processingarmulaic languageAnnual Review
of Applied Linguistics, 32, 45-61.
Sosa, A. V., & MacFarlane, J. (2002). Evidenceffequency-based constituents in the
mental lexicon: Collocations involving the waofl Brain and Language 83, 227-236.
Jiang, N., & Nekrasova, T. M. (2007). The proceggihformulaic sequences by second
language speakershe Modern Language Journal, 91 (3), 433-445.
Lin, P.M.S. (2013). The prosody of formulaic exmiess in the IBM/Lancaster Spoken
English Corpuslnternational Journal of Corpus Linguistics, 18 (4), 561-588.

(S t47)
Wray, A. (2000). Formulaic sequences in seconduagg teaching: Principle and
practice Applied Linguistics, 21 (4), 463-489.
Boers, F., & Lindstromberg, S. (2012). Experimemtad intervention studies on
formulaic sequences in a second languagaual Review of Applied Linguistics, 32,
83-110.

2015. 110 B I XA /iT O #F C Dt 4 FE 4

& FMh

« 20164 FE DWFSEIRHNINZ DU T

cFIR%IC, DETBIC CEERBBSA2 TEL T 3, BIETSMT IV, 72
B, BHES~O ZTHRIZFINCBAOLEEL KXW EH A,

LIk

HER RS  (KIREERT) - FREE GUEEE KT
HAESE - fndmntltrsig@gmail.com



