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Abstract

Language learners often acquire second or foremmuage as multiword
sequences. These chunked expressions (namiedtieal bundles by Biber et al,
1999) may be used in different context, some ofctwhio not match the way
natives use them. Regarding this point, this stidys to shed further light on the
frequency of occurrence and distribution structtypes of lexical bundles used in
four newspapers, two of them published in Irannialy and Tehran Times) and
other ones published in England (Times and Indepemdin English, whose
editorial boards are non-native speakers and naspeakers of English,
respectively. For this purpose, more than 3 milkeords of different English and
Persian-produced online newspapers were colleatddtlze lexical bundles were
identified by the help of computer program, thee #tructures of them were
analyzed. The findings show that Iranian journaligsed lexical bundles more
frequently compared with native speaker journalisegarding structural
classifications of bundles, Iranian journalistsduiee same categories of bundles as
native speaker journalists did. The new subcategowf bundles found in
newspaper register were added under the approgagédgory. The results provide
some interesting pedagogical implications for laggiteachers, EFL practitioners
and EFL learners as well.

Key words: Lexical bundles, Journalistic writingeWspaper register
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1.Introduction

An important component of fluent linguistic prodioct is the control of
multi-word expressions referred to as clustersnkbuwor fixed expressions. These
are extended collocations which appear more fretfjuéman expected by chance,
helping to shape meanings in specific contexts @mributing to our sense of

coherence in a text (Hyland, 2008).

Presumably, lexical bundles, a particular and ingdft newborn category of
word combinations, are words which follow each otheore frequently than
expected by chance, helping to shape text meamindscontributing to our sense
of distinctiveness in a register. Thus the presefi@xtended collocations likes a
result of, it should be noted thaandas can be seehelp to identify a text as
belonging to an academic register whilgh regard tq in pursuance ofand in

accordance wittare likely to mark out a legal text( Hyland, 2008)

As a distinguishing feature of them, lexical bursdiean be "stored and
retrieved holistically from the mental lexicon" (Masova, 2009) in language
production. Essentially, the frequent occurrenceheke formulaic expressions is
an aid both at the point of production and receptam the one hand, it minimizes
the decoding and encoding load of both parts imyeog and receiving a fluent
spoken and written discourse(Erman, 2007; Pawl&y&er, 1983; Raupach, 1984,
Wood, 2006); on the other hand, as Haswel (199lgJss, the more writers (and
speakers as well) rely on fixed expressions, theertteey are accounted to have the
characteristics of apprentice writers. In addittonthese arguments, the efficient

and skilful use of chunk expressions is esserntigjain a high level of native-like
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proficiency in language learning (Dufon, 1995; Heus996; quoted in Nekrasova,
2009).

Thus, if learning to use the more frequent fixedagks of a discipline can
contribute to gaining communicative competence ifield of study, there are
advantages in identifying these clusters to bétédp learners acquire the specific

rhetorical practices of their communities (Hylag@08).

Maybe one of the most interesting things abouhsequences is their very
pervasiveness, which has, in fact, led writers sashSinclair (1991) and Hoey
(2005) to present radical new theories of languagee-establish our traditional
view of grammar. "Instead of seeing lexical choiessconstrained by the slots
which grammar makes available for them, they redaxis as systematically

structured through repeated patterns of use" (Hyla@08).

As Hyland (2007) says, the study of lexical bundéesong other word
combinations is a crucial but almost an over-lookegect of genre analysis.
Considering this problem, the present study treesnvestigate variations across
mainstream newspapers whose editorial boards eseteld by native speakers of

English and non-native speakers.

Therefore, the present study aims to investigagesthuctural frequency of
lexical bundles in a written register, i.e. newsgrapegister. Following Biber &
Barbieri (2007), in this study, frequency referstie number of occurrences of a
particular lexical bundle or a particular group lekical bundles within a single

corpus or a set of corpora
The study attempts to answer the following resegtastions:

1) What are the most frequent lexical bundles wrpalist writings, which are

directed by native and non-native editors?
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2) How are such lexical bundles classified struaity?

3) Which group of newspapers (native vs. non-eatshows the appropriate and

effective application of lexical bundles?

2. Literature Review

2.1. Lexical bundles: previous research

During the last century, the study of word combia has attracted many
linguists and researchers. What made researchenes imerested, was the use of
these building blocks by EFL learners of Englishalstudy done by Milton (1998)
the essays written by Hong Kong students and nédfmglish speakers were
compared and it was concluded that Hong Kong stsdesed more recurrent word
combinations, compared to their counterpart, naspeakers. Also De Cock
(2000), in her study on essays produced by EnglighFrench EFL learners, states
French EFL learners used more word combinations miagéive speakers of English.
The studies done on lexical bundles, as a new @ated word combinations, more
focused on L1 speakers' production of lexical besdh both conversational and
academic registers. The example studies are the omeducted by Biber and
Conrad (1999) who analyzed the use of lexical bemdih academic writing and
conversation, Hewings & Hewings (2002), who comgatke use of lexical
bundles in the written production of published aunshand university students,
Cortes (2002a, 2004), who identified four-word &ati bundles (calledarget
bundles)used by published authors in history and biologgt By students at three
different levels in those disciplines, Biber, Cah Cortes (2004), who described
the use of lexical bundles in two university instranal registers: classroom
teaching and textbooks, Biber & Barbieri (2007),owimvestigated the use of
lexical bundles in a wide range of spoken and &mitiniversity registers, including

both instructional registers and students advisiagiagement registers (e.g., office
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hours, class management talk, written syllabi,) eand finally Hyland (2008), who
explored forms, functions and structures of lexibahdles in three disciplinary
variation; research articles, doctoral dissertatiand Master's theses.

Although there are studies designed to make aastite interlanguage analysis of
lexical bundles used by native and non-native Bhgipeakers, there should be
more works to be done in this fielduknevéiene (2009) in her study of "lexical
bundles in learners language" compared and coattdbe language produced by
Lithuanian EFL learners vs. English native speakerthree different levels in
terms of thause of lexical bundles. The finding shows that native learners "rely
on more limited set of lexical phrases" and thagmiuse the same "safe" bundles
more repetitively in their writingln another study Ping (2009) compared the
functions and structures of lexical bundles in amguatative writing between
Chinese EFL learners and English native speakdns. Ghinese learners were
found "to use 4 times as many lexical bundles amtitive speakers do". In terms
of functional and structural analysis of lexicalndies, the two groups showed

different usage of bundles in their writings.

2.2. Lexical bundles: Operational definitions

Formulaic expression, as an umbrella term, is c@agrof certain subcategories:
proverbs, collocations, idioms, speech formulaeictvlaccording to Wray (2002)
list, can be classified as being completely fixedy( idioms and collocations) or
being more compositional (e.g. patterns, sentendddss) (Nekrasova, 2009). The
main concern of ESP researches in recent yeahe imbre compositional groups
of formulaic sequences. As a particular and reddfivnewborn category of word
combination, "lexical bundles" was first introducéy Biber et al (1999) in

Longman Grammar of Spoken and Written Englige definition they offered for

"lexical bundles" is as follows: "lexical bundlegeaecurrent words (e.ghe fact
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that the | don't think so)regardless of their idiomaticity, and regardleésheir
structural status. Lexical bundles are simply sages of word forms that

commonly go together in natural discourse.

2.3. Structural Taxonomy of Lexical Bundles

In lexical bundles' studies, structure refers ®hrticular syntactic or grammatical
configuration which a lexical bundle assumes ohinitwhich it is embedded. For
example a lexical bundle like one of thas considered to be as a bundle that can

incorporate a verb-phrase fragment.

Biber et al (2004) proposes taxonomy by regardiegstructural characteristics of
lexical bundles found in their study of bundlesuiniversity registers. Basically,
"lexical bundles have strong grammatical correlatesspite of the fact that they
are not complete structural units (Biber et al,00able 1 shows the structural

types of lexical bundles.

Table 1: Structural taxonomy of lexical bundlesb@iet al, 2004)

Lexical bundles that incorporaterb phrasdragments

(connector)+ /2" person pronoun + VP fragment
Example bundled:m going tq you don't have to

(connector)+ % person pronoun + VP fragment
Example bundledt's going to be, that was one of the

Discourse marker + VP fragment
Example bundled:mean you know, you know it was

Verb phrase (with non-passive verb)
Example bundless going to be, is one of the

Verb phrase with non-passive verb
Example bundless based on the, can be used to
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Yes/noguestion fragments
Example bundlesare you going to, do you want to

WH question fragments
Example bundlesvhat do you think, how many of you

Lexical bundles that incorporatiependent clauseagments

152" person pronoun + dependent clause fragments
Example bundled:want you to, | don't know if

WH clause fragments
Example bundlesvhat | want to, what's going to happen

If-clause fragments
Example bundlesf you want to, if you look at

(verb/adjective)+to-clause fragment
Example bundlego be able to, to come up with

That-clause fragments
Example bundleghat there is a, that | want to

Lexical bundles that incorporanounphrase and prepositional phre fragment

(connector)+ Noun phrase witli-phrase fragments
Example bundlesone of the things, the end of the

Noun phrase with other post-modifier fragments
Example bundles little bit about, those of you who

Other noun phrase expressions
Example bundlesand stuff like that, a little bit more

Prepositional phrase expressions
Example bundleof the things that, at the end of

Comparative expressions
Example bundlesas far as the, greater than or equal

3. Method
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3.1. Corpus used for the study

The present study is based on an analysis of diffgyarts of newspapers (e.g. UK
news, Domestic Economy, Middles East, World, ArtGulture, and Science,

Politics, etc.). The texts used in this corpus belto four newspapers, two of them
published in Iran (Irandaily and Tehran Times) ahe other ones published in
England (Times and Independent), from 1/1/2009564/2010. The newspapers
were chosen as the source of corpus collectionusecshey were online and
accessible for downloading the necessary filesidgss they were more popular
than other English newspapers in Iran and Englartdrims of readership. At least
seven parts of the newspapers were selected bettaiseontained more words
than the other parts of the newspapers in each eurilable 2 below shows the

corpus used in this study:

Table 2: Composition of sub-corpus used in thdyeis

Newspaper Published i No. of words
Irandaily afr 1,007,331
Tehran Times Iran 1,002,629
Independent England 987139
Times dgtand 1,010,000
Total _ 4,00R009

3.2 Bundles Identification
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As Biber et al (2004) state in their study on thedies, frequency has the key role
in identification of bundles. "... frequency data rties patterns that must be
explained." (p. 376). Besides, there is one aulifti importance of frequency in
the study of multi-word sequences, i.e. these sempseof words "are one reflection
of the extent to which a sequence of words is dtamed used as a prefabricated
chunk, with higher frequency sequences more likelyoe stored as unanalyzed
chunks than lower frequency sequences”(p.376).o08h the actual frequency
cut-off point used by different researchers istaaby, in the present study, the cut-
off point 20 times in a million words, was select&do computer programs were
used in this study to explore lexical bundles, tiiquencies, the number of texts in
which they had been used, and their actual conte#xtise: Antconc3.2.1w (Anthony,
2007), and Wordsmith tools5 (Scott, 2008). The farmvas used for identification of
lexical bundles and concordancing while the lattas only used to find the number of
texts within which each bundle had been used. il study like some other previous
studies of lexical bundles (e.g. Cortes, 2002)y doilir-word combinations or bundles
were investigatedWhen all the texts had been processed, the progiamified all
the bundles which occurred at least 20 times inentioan four million words and in
20 out of 28 of these selected texts.

According to Biber et al (1999) a word combinatimmist recur at least 10 times
per million words in a register and must be repgatefive or more texts to be
qualified as lexical bundles. To limit the scope tbfs study, just four-word
sequences were focused in the analysis, becaus®/éixd and six-word sequences
are generally less common and three-word bundi®s be considered as a kind of

extended collocational association" (Biber et 809).

4. Results and Discussion

4.1. Structural Types of Lexical Bundles
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According to Biber et al (1999) lexical bundles dandivided into two categories;
conversational and academic ones. In this studyc#tegories named as academic
prose in the Longman Corpus (1999) and its rewsdion, i.e. Biber et al (2004)
were employed, because journalistic writing is n&inailar to academic prose than
conversational register. In general, the analydidewical bundles in English
corpora shows that while conversation primarily tegms more bundles
incorporating clause fragments, written English rages bundles incorporating
noun/prepositional phrase fragments (Biber et @991 Biber et al, 2004; Hyland,
2008). The analysis of the corpora confirms thevipres findings. In Table 3, all
the lexical bundles found in the corpus are caiegdraccording to their structural

collocations.

Table 3: Lexical bundles in journalistic writing adsified according to their
structural collocations

Lexical bundles that incorporaterb phrasdragments

> (connector +) 8 person pronoun + VP fragment

Example bundleshere will be a, it was the first, this is the firthere will be no
he added that the,

» Discourse marker + VP fragment

Example bundled:think it is

» Verb phrase (with non-passive verb)

Example bundless one of the, was one of the, said in a statenvétitbe able to,
is likely to be, is going to be, not be able tahis first time, come up with a,

» Verb phrase with passive verb

Example bundles: iselieved to be, have been able to, is expected,to b

Lexical bundles that incorporatiependent clauseagments
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» (verb/ adjective +Ho-clause fragments

Example bundlesto be one of, to set up a, to deal with the, tonth the, to be
able tq to take part in,

» That<clause fragments
Example bundleghat there is a, that it would be
» Wh<clause fragment

Example bundlesvhen it comes to

Lexical bundles that incorporat®un and prepositional phrageagments

» (connector +) noun phrase witfirphrase fragment

Example bundleshe end of the, one of the most, the rest of thmember of the

the start of the, the head of the, one of the wdahd beginning of the, a result jof

the, tens of thousands of, the time of the, hursdoéthousands of, the chairman

of

the, the heart of the, one of the best, the sithepfa great deal of, the state of the,

the top of the, a lot of people, the presidenhef t
» Noun phrase with other post-modifier fragments

Example bundleghe first time that, the fact that the, the fitshe since, the firs
time in, in a way that

» Other noun phrase expressions

Example bundlesa spokesman for the, and the United States, thefpasyears
all over the world, the latest in a,

» Prepositional phrase expressions

Example bundlesat the end of, by the end of, as a result of, at gfaa, as one of

the, at the age of, in the face of, as part of wi#) the help of, in the middle of,
front of the, until the end of, in the history af,the time of, in one of the, in t
case of, in a bid to, at a time when, for a longdj in a way that, in the form of,
the start of, on the verge of, in the aftermathabthe beginning of, of one of the,

in

ne
at
at

the heart of, in an interview with, in an attemgt tor the first time, in the Unite
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States, in the Middle East, at the same time, erother hand, in addition to the, |n
charge of the, in a series of, in terms of the,tf@ sake of, over the course of, at
the university of,

» Comparative expressions

Example bundlesas well as a, as well as the,

Figure 1 below shows clearly the distribution dfetient structural types of lexical
bundles in journalistic writing:

Figure 1 The structural distribution of lexical bdies in journalistic writing:

m NP & PP
m\VP
= CF
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As the definition says, one of the characteristitdexical bundles is the
naturalness of language production. For this reagdowas expected that native
speakers' writings be more "bundalized" than ndnh4aa writings. Quite
surprisingly, As Figure 1 shows, non-native speskeostly used lexical bundles in
their writings more than native speakers, exceptcdtegory of lexical bundles that

incorporateclause fragmentwhich native speakers applied them more.

Structurally, as table 3 and Figure 1 demonstiatgems that the majority of
bundles in the corpus are phrasal rather than alaadine with findings of previous
studies like Biber et al (1999) that academic wgti unlike some registers like
conversation and classroom teaching, are charaeteras including more phrasal
rather than clausal bundles.

Non-native writers' relatively frequent use of &trundles could be due to the
fact that they have already been exposed to suctl seguences several times in their
prior readings of various kinds of English litenauln addition, it may be justified by
the fact that lexical bundles are very pervasimedifferent registers especially
university language (Biber at al, 1999; Biber andrtiseri, 2007) and may have a
formulaic status (Wray, 2000, Wary and Perkins,0Blowever, there are still a good
number of target bundles which non-native writeosndt make frequent use of (e.qg.
the extent to whig the end of then thecontext ofthe use of the, at the end ahdit

is important t.
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Figure 2. Distribution of structural types of leaicbundles across two
newspapers
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5. Conclusion and pedagogical implications

The main purposes in this study was to identify iin@st frequent four-word
lexical bundles in journalistic writings and comipar their applications between
magazines directed by native and non-native editbhe findings support the
studies done by De Cock, 2000; De Cock, Grangeeche& McEnery, 1998;
Granger, 1998 and Warga, 2005, which had a conteaapproach to the analysis
of the use of multi-word expressions (includingi¢ée bundles) by comparing L1
and L2 production of written and oral corpora. Thetudies show that L1 and L2

speakers' use of recurrent word expressions diffeth quantitatively and



151

(CU
MJAL 3:2 Summer 2011 ISSN 0974-8741

Structural Analysis of Lexical Bundles Across Two Types of English News Papers
Edited by Native and Non-native speakers by Marzieh Rafi & Mansoor Tavakoli

gualitatively. Predominantly, L2 speakers were fbaot to have the knowledge of
L1 chunked expressions. In order to compensat¢hfar lack of knowledge, they
often tended to use L1 transfer. According to Nstva (2009), L2 speakers
treated the L1 transfer process in the followingsva
- Avoidance and modifications of L2 constructions ethdid not have L1
equivalencelL2 speakers often avoided or modifiesehL1 constructions
which did not have L1 counterpart,
- Overuse of those L2 expressions whose L1 countsrpaere more
common, and finally,
- Misuse of those constructions whose L2 equivaletidanot match their L1
counterparts.
As De Cock (2000) believes, these L1 transfer mses during second language
productions may eventually lead to the "foreignrmness" of L2 speaker's oral
and written speech.
Here it can be assumed that non-native speaketsigvare based on a limited set
of lexical bundles while native speakers' writitngs/e a broader repertoire of them.
The non- proficient occurrence of lexical bundles language of non-native
learners leads to verbosity and the repetitionsaffé” expressionslknevéieng,
2009).

Pedagogically, there may be a kind of acquisitidmaatage for L2 learners in the use
of lexical bundles as some formulaic sequences Kil@oand Schmitt, 2008). Such
kind of acquisition should receive enough attentioiEFL/ESL contexts. These word
sequences are not idiomatic in meaning and therefoay be easy to understand, but
they do not seem to be marked and perceptuallgrdgalConsequently, there may still
be a need to leave a particular place in any LRalsys or EAP English for academic
purposes) course for an increased pedagogical fatiexical bundles especially those

that students need to understand and use in thiaieftarget genres (Hyland, 2008b).
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However, the results should be treated with somatiaras. Although
frequency counts served as an indication of bunilestifications, some corpus
linguists believe that only frequency cannot bertiggor criteria to analyze lexical
bundles corpora (De Cock, 2000; De Cock, 1998). @irtee reasons they provide
is that frequency does not show how language streids presented in speakers’
minds (for example, two wordsandis frequently occur together and this does not
indicate whether they are holistic units or becathsy are close-class items which
commonly occur together). More works need to beedon the psycholinguistic
validity of lexical bundles. Besides, it can be fubéo carry out a cross-linguistic
research on Persian and English bundles to sdeeituise of them by writers of

different eras has been under the influence oftadion.
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