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Celex EPW.CD counts (by type, by token).  CC=syllable-internal, C-C=syllable-medial, 
according to Celex’s syllabification.  P and H are syllabic [l] and [n].  The Celex corpus 
contains approximately 18 million words, mostly written.
____________________________________________________________
                  l                             w
____________________________________________________________
t       tl                              tw      338    22090
        t-l      805    50404           t-w     357     2451
        tP      1040    50328

p       pl      2786   105774           pw        6       22
        p-l      117     3743           p-w      84      703
        pP       391    45030
____________________________________________________________
d       dl                              dw       99     1003
        d-l      555    17035           d-w     488     1617
        dP      1101    12333

b       bl      2217    71081           bw
        b-l       57      140           b-w      14      182
        bP      1756   115351
____________________________________________________________
n       nl                              nw        6       20
        n-l      395    42752           n-w     231     3303
        nP       416    35038
        Hl         3       23           Hw

m       ml                              mw        1        1
        m-l      145     5197           m-w      56     7404
        mP       106     8979
____________________________________________________________
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