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(3) a. He broke the atmosphere to some extent.
b. It seemed the best choice to me.
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a. JOOOOO 6080 L

b. OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 391
Od

c. typeftoken (11 391/6080 = 6.43 %[

d. OO0 give: freq = 834 (13.72 %); t-score =
28.651

e. OOOOOO T-score 2 OOOOOOOOO
(1 108 (28 %)

(8) “VProforPro”OOO(OO ForP) OO

a. OJOOoOod vy OO
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Od

c. typeftoken (11 414/1777 =23.30 %[

d. OO0 get: freq = 142 (8.00 %); t-score =
11.630

e. OOOOOO T-score 2 OOOOOOOOO
071 (17 %)
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(9) .., but his later successful career took him to
Berlin, .... (id: A04)
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Verb Freq. | Freq.rate Freq.of V t-score

hand 215

bring 191
introduce 158
10 show 131
11 keep 130
12 explain 128
13 sell 125
14 retum 99
15 mention 9%
16 owe 89
17 put 85
18 offer 67
19 get 63
20 read 55

3.536%
3.141%
2.599%
2.155%
2.138%
2.105%
2.056%
1.628%
1579%
1.464%
1.398%
1.102%
1.036%
0.905%

55331
42478
14247
62324
48765
18610 1122
21107 11.08
23129 9.82
12333 9.73
3604 941
67749 882
29985 799
213313 6.47
27975 721

14.46
13.65
1251
11.15
1117

1 give 834 13.717% 123424 28.65
2 take 441 7.253% 173808 2055
3 say 380 6.250% 317301 18.60
4 send 311 5.115% 24186 17.56
5 leave 264 4.342% 63829 16.03
6 mean 219 3.602% 68783 1454
7

8

e}

391 yoke 1 0.016% 154 0.99
total 6080 | 100.000% average 209
table. 1: fragment of the data in \-Pro-to-Pro




t-score
1163

Verb Freq.
get 142

Freq. rate
7.991%

Freq.of V
213313

1

2 leave 100 5.627% 63829 9.90
3 thank 62 3.489% 12639 785
4 ask 50 2.814% 57766 6.94
5 buy 50 2.814% 25503 701
6 find 48 2.701% 95923 6.71
7 blame 46 2.589% 5035 6.77
8 pay 40 2.251% 38830 6.23
9 make 38 2.138% 210744 5.62
10 want 37 2.082% 90471 585

ey
=

1.970%
1.857%
1.801%
1.745%
1576%
1.351%
1.182%
1.013%
0.957%
0.844%

48765 5.78
173808 5.26
185245 513
59764 539
39335 5.17
5058 488
49668 441
123424 3.78
109238 3.70
6220 385

keep 35
take 33
see 32
feel 31
write 28
hate 24
hold 21
give 18
use 17
mistake 15

B R e e e
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414 wreck 1 0.056% 1099 0.98
total 1777 100.000% average 147
table. 2: fragment of the data in \-Pro-for-Pro
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(10) a. If we find him for you, .... (id: CLD)
b. She felt nothing for him but forgiveness. (id:
CD2)
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(11) a. 1 gave some hint to her.
b. 1gave her some hint.

(12) a. She bought some books for me.
b. She bought me some books.
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