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Corpus - based Quantitative Analysis

on Stylistic Difference of Chinese Synonyms

ZHANG Wen—=ian' & QIU Li%kun® & SONG Zuo-yan’ & CHEN Bao-ya'

(' ? *Peking University Beijing 100871; “Beijing Normal University Beijing 100875)
Abstract By analyzing the differences in synonyms we can understand the stylistic differences. In
this paper certain algorithms are used to calculate 1343 pairs of synonyms which show significant
stylistic differences. From quantitative analysis on these pairs we conclude that: most words in the
pairs are verbs; overlapping affixes ancient Chinese words are small in proportion; if one pair of syn—
onyms have different syllables the spoken word tends to be monosyllabic and the written word disyl—
labic. These conclusions can provide some inspiration for language teaching.

Key words: synonym; stylistic difference; quantitative analysis; teaching Chinese as a second lan—
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