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Notational Conventions

A

ABS
AZ
ERG
NP

PP

(0]

S
Ssynt-level
SsyntA
VP

a

transitive subject

absolutive

active zone

ergative or ergativity

noun phrase

prepositional phrase

transitive object

intransitive subject

surface-syntactic level
surface-syntactic actant

verb phrase

the dominant clause

the dependent clause

boundary symbol of a complex clause
+++ boundary symbol of a clause
extending

elaborating

enhancing

followed by

interactive

higher than

right-angle bracket, indicating dependency re-
lation,

round bracket, indicating simultaneity relation
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Abbreviations

AOT The Art of TESOL (English Teaching Fo-
rum, 1975)

CG conceptual grammar

CIE Oz ford Dictionary of Current Idiomatic
English. Vol. 1 by A.P. Cowie & R. Mackin
(1975)

Oz ford Dictionary of Current Idiomatic
English. Vol. II: Phrases, Clauses & Sen-
tence Idioms (1983)

ESP English for special purpose
FRB Federal Reserve Board

RRG Role and Reference Grammar
LDG the local discourse grammar

MCTDWTIGM Measures of central tendency and dispersion
with respect to trajectors in grammatical meta-

phors
Non-SFG Views outside SFG
SFL Systemic Functional Linguistics
SFG Systemic Functional Grammar
SMS Texts from email, web chat, instant messa-

ging and mobile text messaging
SP Special purpose
TWSBNEM2002 Texts Written for Speech by the First-year
Student of Non-English Majors in 2002
TWSBEM2001 Texts Written for Speech by the Second-year
Student of English Majors in 2001
TWSBG Texts Written for Speech by Greenspan
TWSBB Texts Written for Speech by Brown
TWSBFRBM Texts Written for Speech by the Federal Re-
serve Board Members
TWRFEM Texts Written for Reading for the Second-year
Student of English Majors
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