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A Study on the Processing of Formulaic Sequences by Native Speakers and Non-native
Speakers.
HOU Jun’nan
Abstract: As an important part of linguistics, formulaic sequence is of great significance to the
development and study of language. When it comes to the processing of formulaic sequences,
native speakers and non-native speakers show both similarities and differences, which has never
failed to attract linguists’ attention. Through a large amount of study of previous papers, this paper
shows the similarities and differences between native speakers and non-native speakers in
processing formulaic sequences. There are different speed and sensitive points of the two
processing methods, and the processing of formulaic sequences is superior to non-formulaic
sequences.
Key words: formulaic sequences; native speakers; non-native speakers; processing of formulaic

sequences
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