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This study investigates into three issues on pedagogical semantic tags through
corpus-based studies: (1) whether Radden & Driven (2007)' s eleven constructions related to canonical
event schemata are actuallK canonical in the spoken corpus, (2) how canonical constructions are
distributed in the junior high school textbook corpus, (3) whether verbs of constructions are highly
representative in the ICE-GB2. Through these studies, it could be said that thirteen canonical
constructions and their representative verbs ( e.g., States/SVC (be)) are empirically confirmed.
Frequency distributions of thirteen canonical constructions in English textbook corpus are actually
described; furthermore, frequency effects on Japanese EFL learners’ interlanguage development are
estimated. Finally, pedagogical and academic significances of thirteen constructions as pedagogical
semantic tags for further textbook and learner corpus studies in applied linguistics are summarised.
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get, say, know, think, come, mean,

want, take, look, make, tell, work, try

e.g., States/SVC (be)
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(States/SVC (be), Processes/SVC (become),
Location/SV (be), Object-motion/SV (move),
Possession/SVO(have), Emotion/SVO (like),
Perception & Cognition/SVO (see), Mental
/SVO(think), Action/SVO (break), Self-
motion/SV (go), Caused-motion/SVO (put),
Transfer/SVO (give), Communication/SVO
(say))
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Participant®_Sentence’? Verbs Examples®
Role Patterns

Event schema

Material World

1. Ocourrence schema: States (D  SVC  be This is true.

2. Occurrence schema: Processes T{T)  SVC  become The movementbecame a tradition.

3, Spatial schema: Location TL sV be I'm here.

4. Spatial schema: (Object) motion TG sV move  The box moved forward slightly.

5. Possession schema PT SVO  have  Ihadabrilliant idea.
Psychological World

6. Emotion schema EC VO ke He liked Hamburg and Minich.

7. Perception/Cognition schema ET SVO  see Isaw a black cat on the step.

8 Mental schema ET SVOo Ithink it is very true.
Force-dynamic World

9. Action schema: Energy chain AT SVO  break  Hebroke all the rules.

10. Self-motion schema AG sV g0 This summer I went to Spain.
11. Caused motion schema ATG  SVO  put He put the plaiter on the floor.
12. Transfer schema. ATR VO  give She gave it to him.

13. Communication schema ATR svo say He said it to me.

Note. "T=theme, L=location, G=goal, P=possessor, E=experiencer, C=cause, A=agent, R=recipient. PS=subject,
‘V=verb, C=complement, O=object,  Examples are selected from BNCyweh (1996-present) by the author.
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