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Selection and Modification of English Formulaic Expressions Depending on
Linguistic Environment

Tsuchiya, Tomoyuki
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In this project, in order to clarify how English speakers use formulaic
expression in various linguistic environments, we collected interactions by face-to-face, telephone
and e-mail media and analyzed and considered the collected data. As a result of the analysis, we
confirmed that participants use the proper formulaic expression according to the type, role and
context of communication, and clarified the morphological features and distribution of the collected

formulaic expressions. In addition, for theoretical consideration, the knowledge of "source
monitoring™ in cognitive science is cited, and we argued that understanding and using fixed
expression is related to the memory of the situation in which the expression is used, and that the
abstraction of the elements and accompanying attenuation of source memory can explain the continuity
with construction.
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