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1.1 =Z31E7E (Disputed authorship)

A. Ellegard’s study of ‘Junius Letters” (1962a, b)

17695 DN 5 17725 (T HMF T The Public Advatiser #K [ JuniusD 2 D T ([CIkFa S NIC BUE 5 .
EEBEUTLUORHID DIER@BED DD D TULNEDY, Sir Philip Francis 5B N TH o 7c,

F. Mosteller & D). I.. Wallace, ‘Federalist Papers’ (1964)
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(on vs upon, sort vs kind, etc.)
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Mosteller & Wallace

Hamilton & MadisonD 7 F X T
BEDH D288

Fig. 1 Marker words'in the ‘Federalist’
(Mostelles & Wallace, 1964)




1.2 Stylistic study

L. 1. Milic (1969)/ (€ J5 B Swift DI {24t
R. Cluett, Prose Style and Critical Reading (1970)

O Conjunciive adverbials
W Subordinating conjuncticn
0O Coerdinating conjunctions

=

0 3 10 15 20

Fig. 2 Sentence initial connectives in the four authors:
Percentage in 2000-sentence samples (Milic, 1969: 125).




1.3 Chronological studies and text typology

R: Cluett (1976)
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B! Brainerd (1979)
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ICAME Corpusi Collection,, Past-of-speech tagging, Electronic text anchive

J. k. Burcows

Computation into) Criticisn: A Study of Jane Austen's Novels
and an Experiment i Method (1957)

. Biber
Variation dacross Speech and Writing (1988)
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Multivasiate Statistics, (Brinciple: Components; Analysis: [PCA]}, Factor
Analysis; e1c.)




2,1 Stylistic study

Burrows (1965~)

investigates Jane Austen’s nasrative style, character
differentiation through idielects and free indisect
discourse by the multivariate analysis of 12-60 most
common words.

Implications ot hiS results:

computer-assisted. literary: criticism, literaryand linguistic stylistics,
identification of stylistic ‘fingerprint,” auwthorship: attribution,
stylistic imitarion, register variation, etc.




2,2; Authosship attoibution

Buirtows & Hassal (1958)

o250 E U505 1 T DEEEEZZ2H & L CPCACHYT. S2EEEDI
o R e 7 R SEIDEER. Felding SLoRD32A D5 Z sl 2 L) TR 5
BY(CZ=R7A8.  Anna Boleyn, ‘AVision'7a &, disputed authorshipDieEZ= K o /.
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2.5 Register variation
A== (1981)

Convessation, letters, classtoom speech, —
Literary teXtS’ CP?%Q*SI—%, Agﬁﬁﬂﬁ%, = General Fiction, Scence Fiction

Achreniure Ficison
News, Business letters, Science abstract
IRENBEDI—/NR

Romaniic Fiction
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Spontaneous Speeches
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Biber (1988) o et

Facesu-Face Coamersations
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Telephane Conversaans
Frufizssional Lemers

Academic Prose
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® A Tense and aspect markers

1. past tense

2. perfect aspect

3. present tense

e  B. Place and time adverbials

4. place adverbials (e.g., above, beside, outdoors)
5. time adverbials (e.g., early, instantly, soon)

e  C. Pronouns and pro-verbs

0. first person pronouns

7. second person pronouns

8. third person personal pronouns (excluding if)
9. pronoun it

10. demonstrative pronouns (that, this, these, those as
pronouns)

11. indefinite pronouns (e.g., anybody, nothing, someone)
12. pro-verb do (e.g., the cat did it)

e  D. Questions

13. direct WH-questions

e  E. Nominal forms

14. nominalizations (words ending in -tion, -ment, -ness, -ity)
15. gerunds (participial forms functioning as nouns)

16. total other nouns
e F. Passives

17. agentless passives
18. by-passives

19
20

°
21
22

23
24
25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

G. Stative forms
. be as main verb (e.g., His house is big.)
. existential there

H. Subordination features

. that verb complements (e.g., I said that he went.)

. that adjective complements (e.g., I'm glad that you like
it.)

. WH clauses (e.g., I believed what he told me.)

. infinitives

. present participial clauses (e.g., Stuffing his mouth with
cookies, Joe ran out the door.)

. past participial clauses (e.g., Built in a single week, the
house would stand for fifty years:)

. past participial WHIZ deletion relatives (e.g., the solution
produced by this process)

. present participial WHIZ deletion relatives (e.g., the event
causing this decline is...)

. that relative clauses on subject position (e.g., the dog that
bit be)

. that relative clauses on object position (e.g, the dog that
I saw)

. WH relatives on subject position (e.g., the man who likes
popcorn)

. WH relatives on object position (e.g., the man who Sally
likes)




Biber (1988) DT ET I CHWNS N B67DSEIEE @ =02

33. pied-piping relative clauses (e.g., the manner in which be
was told)

34. sentence relatives (e.g., Bob likes fried mangoes, which is
the most disgusting thing I've ever heard of)

35. causative adverbial subordinators (because)

36. concessive adverbial subordinators (although, though)
37. conditional adverbial subordinators (if, unless)

38. other adverbial subordinators (e.g., since, while, whereas)
e I Prepositional phrases, adjectives, and adverbs
39. total prepositional phrases

40. attributive adjectives (e.g., the big horse)

41. predicative adjectives (e.g., the horse is big)

42. total adverbs

e J. Lexical specificity

43. type/token ratio

44. mean word length

e K Lexical classes

45. conjuncts (e.g., consequently, furthermore, however)
46. downtoners (e.g., barely, nearly, slightly)

47. hedges (e.g., at about, something like, almost, sort of,
kind of)

48. amplifiers (e.g., absolutely, extremely, perfectly)
49. emphatics (e.g., a lot, for sure, really)

50. discourse particles (e.g., sentence initial well, now,
anyway)

51. demonstratives

e L. Modals

52. possibility modals (can, may, might, could)

53. necessity modals (ought, should, must)

54. predictive modals (will, would, shall)

e M. Specialized verb classes

55. public verbs (e.g., assert, declare, mention, say)

56. private verbs (e.g., assume, believe, doubt, know)

57. suasive verbs (e.g., command, insist, propose)

58. seem and appear

® N. Reduced forms and dispreferred structures

59. contractions

60. subordinator that deletion (e.g., I think [that] be went)

601. stranded prepositions (e.g., the candidate that I was
thinking of )

02. split infinitives (e.g., He wants fo convincingly prove that

)

03. split auxiliaries (e.g., they are objectively shown to ...)
e 0. Coordination

04. phrasal coordination (NOUN and NOUN; ADJ and ADJ;
VERB and VERB; ADV and ADV)

05. independent clause coordination (clause initial and)
e P. Negation

006. synthetic negation (e.g., No answer is good enough for
Jones)

67. analytic negation (e.g., that's not likely)




2,4 Chronological study

D, Biber & E Einegan,

‘Drift and the Evolution of English Prose Style: A History of
Three Genres.’ (1989)

17 HED B0t HE (S HNMTT D3 7 V)L DZEEEISC (Essay, Fiction,
[ietter)
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Bank of English, British' National Corpus, OCR, Internet ...
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3.1 Authorship attsibution

Hi Baayen, J. E. Bustows & H. Love, D. H. Craig, W. E. Elliott & R. Valenza,
R. §. Forsyth & D I. Holmes, J. Hope, G. Ledger, D. L. Mealand, T. V. N.
Merriam, M. W. A.Smith
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3.2 Variavion studies

3.2.1 Register & Text typology

D. Biber, Biberes al., A. Jucker, AJE, J. Nakamura, 72585, M.
Short e al., K. Takahashi, (S/& © &3/5, S. Tsukamoto, A. F. Umesaki

: ZONBTRANEOHEEDEMEEL).

Biber model (Multi-Featuse/Multi-Dimensional approoach)

28 =1 LIZE, Quantification of contingency table, ANACOR
(Correspondence Analysis)

Cluster analysis 7% & DF/EZE){E L TS
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5.2.2 Chronolegical variation

J. E. Burrows, J. N. G. Binongoe, . H. Craig, Tabata

Texis published In 18305
Texix |'||I'|I|II.' viied im S0

lexts published in 18508

lig. 8 Dickens in Eour Decades: Corsespondence analysis of
34 word-classes across hisioeuvee (Tabata, 2002)
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Fig.9 (k)
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5.2.5 Literary idiolects and' stylistic imitations
NZEmPDA T 1 A LI, XS

J. K Bustows, . H. Craig, E. Irizacry, K. Johnson, €. W. .
McKenna & A. Antonia, McKenna et al., L. L. Opas, etc.

3.2.4 National differences in nasrative style

J. B Burrows (British, American, Australian, New Zealand)
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