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Dickens  
“his hands in his pockets”  

 

  
 

 

Korte (1997) Mahlberg (2013) 

cluster (5-word clusters) Charles Dickens 

“his hands in his pockets”  hand Dickens 

Dickens 23 Dickens 

Corpus Dickens 19 74  (19th Works 

Corpus) 18 31  (18th Works Corpus) 

Dickens 
1)  

 

1.   

Korte (1997:190)  Body Language in Literature 

“By the nineteenth century, such non-verbal 

accompaniment to speech is an established fictional device, 0f which Charles Dickens has been 

deemed the master.” Dickens 

 

Mahlberg (2013)  Corpus Stylistics and Dickens’s Fiction 

Charles Dickens (1812-1870) 23 19 18

29

                                                   
1) JSPS   (C) 19K00674 
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 cluster  cluster  Dickens 
2)  cluster (5-word 

clusters) Korte (1997) 

Corpus Stylistics body language  body language 

 

Mahlberg (2013: 100-27)  body language 

Charles Dickens 

“his hands in his pockets”  cluster

Dickens 

Dickens 

 

“his hands in his pockets”  cluster 

 hand(s)  Dickens 

 

 

2. Dickens  “hand”   

Table 1  (Koguchi, 2019: 87) Dickens 

 Dickens 19

Dickens Corpus Dickens 23

Dickens 19  (19th Works Corpus) 

Austin, Elliot, Hardy, Scott, Thackeray 11 74

19 Dickens Corpus 3
3)

                                                   
2) Mahlberg (2013: 3) “repeated sequences of words such as in the middle of the, as if he had been, or 

his hands in his pockets” clusters  
3) 18  (18th Works Corpus) 

Dickens Lexicon Digital
Koguchi (2018: 

130-31)  
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 Dickens  
  

100  

lemmatization  say say, 

says, said  saying  say 

50

19  Dickens 

 
 

Table 1. The 50 highest-frequency content words in Dickens Corpus and 19th Works Corpus 
 Dickens Corpus 19th Works Corpus   Dickens Corpus 19th Works Corpus 

 App. 4,499,000 words App. 13,534,000 words   Dickens Corpus App. 13,534,000 words 

Rank Word Freq. Word Freq.  Rank Word Freq. Word Freq. 
1 say 39,657 say 92,503 26 again 6,919 other 21,639 
2 no 16,235 no 51,410 27 other 6,884 give 20,890 
3 go 14,521 go 42,352 28 much 6,736 day 20,539 
4 know 13,810 know 39,508 29 great 6,704 much 20,042 
5 look 13,492 think 39,307 30 such 6,665 tell 19,730 
6 very 12,770 man 36,301 31 well 6,384 only 19,651 
7 good 12,197 good 35,497 32 head 6,367 never 19,119 
8 man 11,982 see 35,411 33 eye 6,263 old 18,088 
9 see 11,685 come 32,938 34 dear 6,260 get 17,710 
10 come 11,527 make 32,516 35 day 6,137 hand 17,391 
11 little 11,296 very 32,146 36 get 6,099 house 16,491 
12 take 10,790 more 29,440 37 way 5,794 way 15,610 
13 time 9,926 now 28,971 38 gentleman 5,786 again 15,362 
14 think 9,861 take 27,624 39 face 5,682 great 15,337 
15 make 9,751 look 26,650 40 young 5,628 two 14,982 
16 old 9,275 any 24,122 41 house 5,278 young 14,759 
17 hand 9,196 time 24,036 42 give 5,240 word 14,549 
18 more 9,110 like 23,784 43 two 5,225 thing 14,435 
19 now 8,917 then 23,639 44 return 5,190 too 14,102 
20 some 8,235 little 23,608 45 night 5,158 woman 13,801 
21 then 7,622 some 23,331 46 lady 5,013 find 13,778 
22 any 7,559 such 22,914 47 tell 5,002 friend 13,585 
23 like 7,290 lady 22,195 48 door 4,965 here 13,524 
24 here 7,254 own 21,869 49 own 4,953 hear 13,388 
25 never 6,926 well 21,867 50 long 4,893 room 13,196 

 
Table 1  Hori (2004: 118-20) 

Dickens 

 hand 17 head 32 eye 33 face 39
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Dickens hand 

19 35

Dickens Corpus 16

Dickens  

Table 2 Dickens Corpus 19 18

 (18th Works Corpus) Austen 6  (Austen 

Corpus) hand, head, eye, face 

Table 1 

100

18

Defoe, Fielding, Richardson, Smollett, Swift 10 31

Dickens Corpus 1.14 Austen Corpus 

 Austen 100

72 9 Dickens 19
4)  

 
Table 2. Frequencies of ‘hand,’ ‘head,’ ‘eye,’ and ‘face’ in the four corpora 

Dickens Corpus 19th Works Corpus Austen Corpus 18th Works Corpus 

 Approx. 4,499,000 
words 

Approx. 13,534,000 
words 

Approx. 729,000 
words 

Approx. 5,111,000 
words 

Word Freq. /1M Freq. /1M Freq. /1M Freq. /1M 

hand 9,196 2,044 17,391 1,285 360 494 5,189 1,015 

head 6,367 1,415 9,011 666 244 335 2,738 536 

eye 6,263 1,392 12,736 941 456 626 2,996 586 

face 5,682 1,263 10,282 760 165 226 1,600 313 

 
Korte (1997: 182-83)  

(1) 18

                                                   
4) Austen Corpus  Sense and Sensibility (1811), Pride and Prejudice (1813), Mansfield Park (1814), 

Emma (1815), Northanger Abbey (1817), Persuasion (1817)  
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 Dickens  
  

19  

 

(1) The extent to which novelists’ awareness of body language and its expressive quality has 

increased since the mid-eighteenth century is obvious …. 

Increased attention to body language in the nineteenth century also becomes obvious 

in that it is often strongly emphasized — through detailed description, a glossing or 

comments, or conspicuously poetic presentation.  

 

Table 2 

Korte (1997: 182-83)  18 19

19

Dickens 

 

Austen Corpus 100

Dickens 19

hand 

19 18

 

 

3.  “his hands in his pockets”  

Dickens  “his hands in his 

pockets”  

Mahlberg (2013: 106) Dickens 23  (DCorp ) 

19 18 29  (19C ) 4.5 

 Body Part cluster 

 Dickens 

5



 
 

Table 3  cluster  key clusters 

 

 

Table 3. Body Part clusters (freq. ≥ 5 and key clusters) 

Cluster 
DCorp 
Hits. 

DCorp 
Texts 

19C 
Hits 

19C 
Texts 

at the head of the 30 14 29 14 
his hands in his pockets 90 20 13 8 
his head on one side 30 11 0 0 

with his back to the 43 14 22 11 

 

“his hands in his pockets” Dickens 23

20 90 19

13 Dickens

Dickens
5)  

 “his hands in his pockets” Dickens 20 The 

Old Curiosity Shop (1840-41) Hart Times (1854)  Little Dorrit (1855-57) 8

Dombey and Son (1846-48) 

Hart Times Mr. Bounderby
6)  

Korte (1997: 135)  (2) “his 

hands in his pockets” Hard Times Mr. Bounderby

characterization  

 

                                                   
5) 19  (19th Works Corpus) “his hands in 

his pockets” 45  
6) Hard Times  Gradgrind  “his hands in 

his pockets”  
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 Dickens  
  

(2) “Dickens’s preference for this device [the function of body language to identify 

characters] is notorious, especially since his non-verbal leitmotifs are often absurd or 

grotesque and thus particularly conspicuous.  In Hard Times (1854), Mr Bounderby is 

constantly putting his hands into his pockets; … 

 

 (3) 

 Mr. Bounderby  

 

(3) So, Mr Bounderby threw on his hat ― he always threw it on, as expressing a man who 

had been far too busily employed in making himself, to acquire any fashion of wearing 

his hat ― and with his hands in his pockets, sauntered out into the hall. “I never wear 

gloves,” it was his custom to say. “I didn’t climb up the ladder in them. ― Shouldn't be 

so high up, if I had.” (HT.I.4) 

 

Mr. Bounderby  “I never wear gloves,” . . . “I didn't climb up 

the ladder in them. ― Shouldn't be so high up, if I had.” 

“(with) his hands in his pockets” 

Korte (1997: 41) 

 “externalisers” 
7)  

“(with) his hands in his pockets” Mr. 

Bounderby Dickens

 

Hard Times  (4) 

 Gradgrind whether 

                                                   
7) Korte (1997: 41) “externalisers”  “externalisers, …, those forms of NVC which convey 

information about a character apart from his or her temporary emotions: relatively stable mental 
conditions (such as […] opinions, values, personality traits), but also mental and intellectual activities 
and conditions.”  
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“(with) his hands in his pockets” 

“(with) his hands in his pockets” Gradgrind 

 

 

(4)   “Whether,” said Gradgrind, pondering with his hands in his pockets, and his 

cavernous eyes on the fire, “whether any instructor or servant can have suggested 

anything? Whether Louisa or Thomas can have been reading anything? Whether, in spite 

of all precautions, any idle story-book can have got into the house? ….” (HT.I.4) 

 

Hard Times  “(with) his hands in his pockets” 

 (5)  Mell  

David Copperfield (1849-50)  Steerforth “with his back against the 

wall”  “with his mouth shut up as if he were whistling” 

“(with) his hands in his pockets”  

 

(5) Steerforth’s place was at the bottom of the school, at the opposite end of the long room. 

He was lounging with his back against the wall, and his hands in his pockets, and looked 

at Mr Mell with his mouth shut up as if he were whistling, when Mr Mell looked at him. 

 (DC.7) 

 

 “(with) his hands in his pockets” Hard Times Mr. Bounderby

8)  

A Tale of Two Cities (1859) “his hands 

                                                   
8) “his hand in his pocket”  Dickens Corpus

14
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 Dickens  
  

in his pockets”  (6) 

Carton  

 

(6)   Mr Carton, who had so long sat looking at the ceiling of the court, changed neither his 

place nor his attitude, even in this excitement. While his teamed friend, Mr Stryver, 

massing his papers before him, … this one man sat leaning back, with his torn gown half 

off him, his untidy wig put on just as it had happened to fight on his head after its removal, 

his hands in his pockets, and his eyes on the ceiling as they had been all day. … 

     Yet, this Mr Carton took in more of the details of the scene than he appeared to take in; 

for now, when Miss Manette's head dropped upon her father’s breast, he was the first to 

see it, and to say audibly: “Officer! look to that young lady. Help the gentleman to take 

her out. Don't you see she will fall!” (TTC.II.3) 

 

 Carton 

 “(with) his hands in his pockets” 

Hard Times  Mr. Bounderby  

(I.6, I.11, I.16, III.4, III.5 Carton 

II.2, II.3, II.5)

 Carton 

 

 (7) “his hands in his waistband” 

3  (II.5, II.5, II.11) Carton  Stryver 

selfish

 Dickens 

9



 
 

9)  

 

(7) When the repast was fully discussed, the lion [Stryver] put his hands in his waistband 

again, and lay down to mediate. (TTC.II.5) 

 

“(with) his hands in his pockets”  Carton 

 (6) 

 Lucie 

 Carton 

 Carton  appearance  reality 

 characterization

 

 

4.   

Dickens  hand(s) 

 “his hands in his pockets” 

Dickens 

Dickens 

 “his hands in his pockets” 

Dickens 

 

 

 

                                                   
9)  “his hands in his waistband”  Dickens Corpus 19

Stryver 
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Martin and White (2005) Appraisal  

 

 
 

Abstract 

Appraisal Systems consist of various types of evaluations. The systems, which are placed 

in discourse-semantics strata in SFL (Systemic Functional Linguistics) theory, play 

important roles in construing interpersonal meanings. With Negotiation and Involvement, 

Appraisals function to establish and maintain solidarity and power relationships among 

people. 

 The basic framework of Appraisal Systems has been advocated by Martin and 

White (2005). By using their framework, many analyses have been performed to clarify 

features of evaluative expressions in various types of texts. However, the framework has 

not been refined enough. Hommerberg and Don (2015) report that the same evaluative 

expression can be classified into different categories, depending on researchers. As a 

result, they insist on setting a new genre-specific subcategory in the framework. Some of 

the weaknesses of this framework appear to lie in the definitions of subcategories: what is 

evaluated and how far evaluative expressions extend in a clause. This study tries to 

modify a subcategory of the appraisal framework, i.e. Appreciation, by introducing the 

concept of ‘iconicity’ to the definition of each subcategory so that researchers can employ 

more rigid framework in their studies. 

  

1.     

Appraisal

Appraisal Systems
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Appraisal Martin and White 

(2005) 

Hommerberg and 

Don (2015) Martin and White (2005) 

Appraisal

Martin and White (2005) 

 

 

2. Martin and White (2005)  

2.1 Systemic Functional Grammar Appraisal  

Appraisal

context of culture

3

Field

Tenor

Mode 3 context discourse-semantic

lexico-grammar  

Context of culture 2

1 lexico-grammar

entity

phonology graphology lexico-grammar  

lexico-grammar discourse- semantic

text

Discourse-semantic entity
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Theme  
 

 

     Context of Culture 

  

           Discourse-semantics 

 

                              Lexico-grammar 

 

1. Strata 

 

Appraisal discourse-semantic

Eggins and Slade (1997: 126)  “… it is often not possible to state 

whether a lexical item has attitudinal colouring until it is used in context.” child

I have just one child. You’re such a child! 

Lexico-grammar

discourse-semantic

 

Martin and White (2005: 10) (1) 

(2)  an interesting contrast in style

the contrast in styles interested me interestingly, there’s a contrast in styles 1

(3) grammatical metaphor

 an interesting contrast in styles

His overall appearance, his stage presence, even his playing 

style are quite different in the two shows. 

Appraisal

discourse-semantics  

Appraisal 3 Martin and White (2005: 33)  

“… it (Appraisal) co-articulates interpersonal meaning with two other systems―negotiation 

15



 
 

and involvement.” Negotiation information

goods-and-services involvement

Negotiation involvement

Appraisal solidarity power

 

 

2.2 Appraisal System  

Martin and White (2005) Appraisal

 

 

      monogloss 

  ENGAGEMENT 

      heterogloss 

 

      AFFECT … 

    ATTITUDE   JUDGEMENT … 

      APPRECIATION … 

        raise 

      FORCE 

    GRADUATION   lower 

              sharpen 

FOCUS 

        soften 

 

2  An Overview of Appraisal Resources 

(Martin and White, 2005: 38) 

 

2 Appraisal 3

A 

P 

P 

R 

A 

I 

S 

A 

L 
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Engagement 

monogloss modality

heterogloss  

Attitude

3 Affect sad happy like 

Judgement kind mean hero genius

Appreciation beautiful antique bitter

Affect Judgement

Appreciation

 

Graduation Force focus 2

force focus

Force raise very

swear word a lot totally

lower just only

focus sharpen a real 

friend soften a sort of friend

 

 

3.  Hommerberg and Don (2015)  

Hommerberg and Don (2015) Martin and White (2005) 

Appreciation Martin and White (2005) 

 

Martin and White (2005) Appreciation Reaction

17



 
 

Composition Valuation  

 

In general terms appreciations can be divided into our ‘reactions’ to things (do they 

catch our attention; do they please us?), their ‘composition’ (balance and complexity), 

and their ‘value’ (how innovative, authentic, timely, etc.) 

(Martin and White, 2005: 56) 

 

Eggins and Slade (1997)  

 

The three categories of Appreciation―reaction, composition and valuation―are 

concerned to encode different kinds of evaluations of a thing or a happening. The 

direction between each of the categories can be looked at metafunctionally, i.e. in 

terms of the three types of meanings recognized in a systemic approach. Thus, 

reaction codes responses which are to do with the speaker’s interpersonal response 

(whether it was liked), composition is concerned with the textual response (to the 

overall texture), and valuation with the ideational (the content). 

(Eggins and Slade, 1997: 128) 

 

Reaction ‘did I like it?’ 

Quality  ‘did it grab me?’ Impact

Hommerberg and Don  “While Quality focuses on the 

evaluated entity, Impact highlights the evaluator’s response. (2015: 167)” 

Composition ‘did it hang together?’ balance

 “was it hard to follow?” complexity  

Hommerberg and Don (2015) Reaction

Association Composition Intensity

Persistence Hommerberg and Don (2015) 

Composition  

18



Theme  
 

 

These two subcategories arose from the original work on Appreciation, which 

focused on texts dealing with visual objects of evaluation. The sense perceptions of 

taste, smell and feel and the notion of composition of particular aromas and flavours 

are therefore lacking in the framework. 

(Hommerberg and Don, 2015: 169) 

 

Intensity explosive superficial stunning concentration great 

intensity inky/blue/purple hue extraordinary projected nose of Persistence

 long finish fades quickly in the finish  

 

     Quality 

Reaction 

     Impact 

 

     Association 

 

Appreciation   Complexity 

   Composition 

     Balance 

 

     Intensity 

 

     Persistence  

Valuation 

 

3. Hommerberg and Don (2015) Appreciation  
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Hommerberg and Don (2015) 

Reaction

Composition Unspecified Appreciation  

Reaction Composition

Composition

Reaction  

 

(1) The impression is one of extraordinary richness and purity. 

(2) This broad, sweet 2003’s supple attack is followed by a tannic mid-section. 

(3) It is a plump, corpulent, fleshy, expansive wine to enjoy during its first 10-12 years of life. 

Hommerberg and Don, 2015: 180, 181  

 

the 

impression supple attack

Reaction: Impact  

Unspecified Appreciation

 

 

(4) Batailley’s 2005 may be their finest effort in the last forty years 

(5) Magnificently concentrated, displaying a seamless integration of acidity, wood, tannin, 

and alcohol, a soaring mid-palate, and a finish that lasts over 60 seconds … 

(Hommerberg and Don, 2015: 185) 

 

(4) Underspecified Appreciation

may be

Reaction

(5) 

20
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Reaction: Quality  

 

3.  Hommerberg and Don (2015)  

Hommerberg and Don (2015) Appreciation

 (1)  (2) 

 

 

(1) The impression is one of extraordinary richness and purity. 

(2) This broad, sweet 2003’s supple attack is followed by a tannic mid-section. 

 

the impression attack

Reaction

richness and purity broad, sweet 2003

Composition

 

 (3) 

Composition

Reaction

 

 

(3) It is a plump, corpulent, fleshy, expansive wine to enjoy during its first 10-12 years of life. 

 

Appraisal: Attitude: Reaction
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4.      

entity 4

 

     

      

  

 

     

 

 

4. entity  

 

3

entity

Appraisal  

Appraisal

 

iconicity Martin and Matruglio iconicity  “to what extent are 

semantic relations realised as congruent configurations of process, participant and 

circumstance which unfold in discourse in the sequence in which they occur in the field. 

(2013: 89)” 

entity
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Appreciation

Reaction: Quality Martin and White (2005) Reaction: Quality

 “did I like it?” 

 ‘I’ 

Reaction: Quality 

entity Hommerberg and Don 

(2015) Intensity Persistence explosive long finish

Reaction: Quality  

Reaction

Intensity Persistence Hommerberg and Don (2015) 

Intensity Persistence

Appreciation Judgment

Quality Impact

Judgment Appreciation

 

Hommerberg and Don (2015) 

(1) the impression

in my opinion

Modality Engagement

 richness purity

Reaction: Quality (3)

participant a plump, corpulent, 

fleshy, expansive wine

Reaction: Quality

(4) their finest effort (5) magnificently concentrated

23



 
 

Reaction: Quality  

Reaction: Quality Martin and White (2005: 56) Types 

of Appreciation  okay fine good lovely beautiful splendid

bad yuk nasty plain ugly grotesque

Reaction: Quality  

appealing enchanting welcome repulsive revolting off-putting

Reaction: Impact  

Composition Martin and White (2005) 

Martin 

and White (2005: 56) Composition

balanced harmonious unified symmetrical

proportioned consistent considered logical shapely curvaceous willowy

unbalanced discordant irregular uneven flawed contradictory

disorganized shapeless amorphous distorted  

‘did it hang together?’ curvaceous willowy

Composition

Martin and White (2005: 56) balanced

harmonious

curvaceous willowy

 Composition

Composition

balanced harmonious Composition curvaceous

willowy Reaction: Quality  

Hommerberg and Don (2015) (5)

displaying a seamless integration of acidity, wood, tannin, and alcohol, a soaring mid-palate, 

and a finish that lasts over 60 seconds … 

24
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meronymy  

Reaction: Impact Martin and White (2005) 

‘did it grab me?’  ‘did I 

like it?’ Reaction: Quality

Reaction: Impact

Reaction: Quality

 ‘did I like it?’  ‘I’ 

 ‘did it grab me?’ me

 

Martin and White (2005: 56) Reaction: Impact 

arresting captivating engaging fascinating exciting moving

sensational dull boring tedious ascetic

uninviting predicable

Reaction: Impact

lively dramatic intense remarkable notable dry flat monotonous unremarkable

Graduation Force Reaction: Quality

 

Hommerberg and Don (2015) (2) This 

broad, sweet 2003’s supple attack attack

Reaction: Impact

 

valuation

Hommerberg and Don (2015: 184) (6)

may merit a score in the mid-nineties

 

 

 

25



 
 

(6) This should turn out to be a profound St.-Emilion and may merit a score in the 

mid-nineties if everything goes as well as I suspect it should. 

 

valuation May modal verbal operator

probability Graduation Graduation

valuation raised/lowered valuation

 

 

5.  

Appraisal Systems Appreciation

Martin and White (2005) 

 ‘Do I like it?’ 

‘Does it grab me?’ ‘did it hang together?’ ‘was it hard to follow?’ 

iconicity  

Iconicity entity

Reaction: Quality

Martin 

and White (2005) beautiful Composition

Reaction: Quality

Composition Balanced

Composition Reaction: Impact boring

26
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Valuation

iconicity

 

 

Reaction: Quality 

 

 

Reaction: Impact 

 

Composition 

 

Valuation 

 

5. Iconicity Appreciation  

 

 the Getty Museum

sweeping subtle playful dramatic

Meier’s use of squares and circles

Reaction: Quality

Meier’s use of squares and circles

one-of-a-kind buildings Meier’s use of squares and 

circles Composition

complement unite Composition  

 

Architectural grid 

Meier’s use of squares and circles―sweeping, subtle, playful, and dramatic― complements 

and unites the assembly of one-of-a-kind buildings. 

 

semantic 

density 

27
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Abstract 

In this paper, I would like to reconsider Top-Weight Principle from the viewpoint of new 

framework of Balance Theory and claim that general grammaticality of wh-questions can be 

explained and predicted naturally by our framework. 

Top-Weight Principle is a mirror image of End-Weight Principle, which is responsible 

for declarative sentences and gives an important motivation for rightward focus movement such 

as Heavy NP Shift and extraposition from NP. On the other hand, Top-Weight Principle 

triggers leftward focus movement such as wh-movement. In order to observe Top-Weight 

Principle, the wh element is required to have 5 points as the total weight, which consists of both 

its potential weight and focus weight. In Sugiyama(2020), I proposed that the potential weight 

is determined by its deep structure position. In this paper, I will suggest that focus weight is 

determined depending on its structural position, too. Furthermore, I will make a few proposals 

concerning focus weight of bounding nodes and argue for their empirical advantage.   
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Abstract 

The present study focuses on narratives of a Japanese learner of English who participated in a 

five-month study abroad program in the US and, further, explores her learning process.  While 

studying abroad, she was required to regularly write a personal, digital report.  After returning 

to Japan, she was given a semi-structured interview and asked to reflect on her experiences 

based on her own report.  The verbatim record was analyzed with the Trajectory Equifinality 

Modeling (TEM) (Sato, 2009; Yasuda, Nameda, Fukuda, & Sato, 2015a; Yasuda & Sato, 2012).  

TEM is based on a methodological, theoretical and epistemological construct, which was 

invented by some cultural psychologists in 2004 and has been developed gradually since then.  

TEM makes it possible to describe and understand the process, not the structure, of persons’ life 

courses within irreversible time.  The results showed that her learning process was 

characterized by an intricate interplay of her past life experiences, her character, her perception 

about her own English proficiency, contingent events that occurred in her everyday life, and the 

way she interpreted those events in terms of intercultural communication. 
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