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bedrock of languages, especially for second language acquisition. In
addition, we must be careful because of a tendency that treats any
word-combinations comprising at least two words as PUs. Hence, we
must precisely define phraseology and what phrases are included in
phraseology. The study defines them in Section 2. Moreover, we must
establish clear-cut criteria to assess if word-combinations incidentally
used are PUs. According to our review of the literature, no phraseo-
logical research has discussed the criteria; however, Inoue (2018b)
introduces them, which will be shown in detail in Section 2.

This study aims to solve the aforementioned problems of phraseol-
ogy by focusing on concrete examples, namely, in accordance to and
according with in (1), which are established by blending in accordance
with and according to (italicised by the author as in the following.).

(1) a. All animals were cared for in accordance to the Guide for the
Care and Use of Laboratory Animals as published by the
National Institutes of Health. (COCA, 2015, ACAD)

b. They’re expected to know how to act according with the eth-
ics of the environment. (COCA, 2014, ACAD)

Research has fully discussed in accordance with and according to,
although no persuasive research on the word-combinations in (1) has
been carried out. This study begins with a minute examination of the
actual manners of according to and in accordance with through data
obtained from a corpora of contemporary English based on the theory
of lexical priming. Further, the study presents the usages of word-
combinations in (1) by investigating their subsequent elements
through the same corpora and verify the criteria discussed in Inoue
(2018b) applied to the word-combinations in (1). Next, this study
assesses the difference between the group prepositions in (1) and the
two existing group prepositions (i.e. in accordance with and according
to). The main limitation of the study is the small number of examples
of the word-combinations in (1) obtained from corpora; however, a

critical step in descriptive research is to emphasise an actual example
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cally easily predictable from each component. For example, set up a
company is more often used than launch a company.

Phrasal verbs are word-combinations comprising either a verb and
an adverb or a verb, an adverb (optional) and a preposition. Phrasal
verbs are frequently used but are not polysemous word-combinations.
Semantically, phrasal verbs are not always composed by the sum of
each component. For example, look around, look up to and put off are
phrasal verbs.

Formulae, for example, now you're talking, Thank God|Goddess, it’s
Friday. and I wasn’t born yesterday., appear in a conversation and do
not have polysemy. Their frequencies differ by formula. Additionally,
some formulae are semantically easy to understand, but others are not.

Proverbs (=sayings) such as Don’t teach vour grandmother to suck
eggs are not the sum of each component from a semantic perspective.
Proverbs are used in a limited context; thus, they are neither fre-
quently used nor polysemous word-combinations.

Discourse particles have a high frequency when used in a conversa-
tion and have polysemy. For example, discourse particles such as you
know, I mean and let’s see have both a literal meaning and a pragmatic
meaning in accordance with a context in which they are used. Dis-
course particles, such as after all and and stuff like that, are semanti-
cally difficult to understand because they are not the sum of each
component and are not polysemous word-combinations.

Last, Inoue (2007) discusses fixed phrases, which have high fre-
quency and polysemy, such as you know what, here we go (again) and
let’s say. Some fixed phrases such as until before and until by discussed
in Inoue (2019) are monosemous (i.e. antonym of polysemous). A
common aspect of monosemous and polysemous fixed phrases is that
they have been overlooked in the literature because they are formed
beyond the explanations of existing theories and English grammatical
rules.

The aforementioned PUs can be classified into the following two
categories, as presented in (2): PUs that can be explained and are

within the existing theories and English grammatical rules (i.e. the
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explains the inner features of how a word-combination becomes a PU
such as formation, process, criteria and stress pattern rules. Examples
are shown in (3), (4), (5) and (5) (original in Japanese).

How PUs are formed, shown in (3).

(3) PUs morphological method (adopting word-formation
E : rules?)) . .. type A

morphological and semantic method (general lin-
guistic method) . .. type B
semantic method . . . type C (Inoue 2018b: 257)

Notably, type B is an intermediary for type A and type C. From this
discussion including (3), we can see that PUs are formed not as linear
constructions but as steric constructions. From the outcomes in (3), (4)

summarises the process as to how a word-combination becomes a PU.

(4) (i) two existing words are put together by adopting either (i) a
morphological method, (ii) a morphological and semantic
method, or (iii) a semantic method, which then become a
repeatedly used unit
!
(ii) a PU has its own meaning and function through repeated
use
!+ with the assistance from the lexicalisation of
phrases
(ii1) the PU is established as an independent lexical item  (ibid.)

As (4) describes, first, the PUs are formed through the combination of
two existing words, same as the Kenning used in Old English which
shaped a word-combination using a specific method. Second, the PUs
develop individual features through frequent use. With the assistance
of phrasal lexicalisation, one of the word-formation rules, a PU
becomes an independent unit. These processes hold true for all PUs,

continuous or discontinuous.
































































































































































































