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Abstract: This study explores text linguistics as a branch of linguistics that analyses the
structure, meaning, and other aspects of texts. The paper aims to analyse the use of linguistic data
in modern technologies, in particular, to develop applications that can understand and generate
linguistic content. To achieve this goal, the research uses the methodology of qualitative analysis
and is based on the work of textual theorists. The study is based on a qualitative analysis of examples
collected from the BNC corpus. The instructions for obtaining data are to use textual forms located
at specific positions in the co-text. The use of qualitative analysis for data acquisition is useful for
studying phonology, morphology, morphosyntax, and general linguistic facts. The results confirm
the promising possibilities of text linguistics and the use of language data in technology, in particular
the growth in the volume and availability of language data and the application of new methods of
text analysis. The conclusions point to the connection of text linguistics with other fields and the
expansion of the capabilities of semantic search engines and automatic text processing systems. In
addition, the article emphasises the importance of digital resources and the study of phrases as
effective tools for linguistic analysis. The analysis of three illustrative examples taken from the British
linguistic corpus is carried out with the aim of studying textual and discourse phenomena in the use
of language data. A certain inconsistency between the factors has been revealed, which leads to a
blurring of the linguistic facts that the authors of the article tried to investigate. It should be noted
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that the selected examples, which were created to support the theory, are artificial, which makes it
difficult to analyse the context. This makes it difficult for native English speakers to evaluate these
examples. This is especially true for the first example, where the syntactic constructions do not match
the context. This deviation was observed at the level of the sentence's information structure. As for
the second example, the discomfort observed can be explained by the lack of motivation to use the
referent that was introduced into the context as a reference marker that is independently associated
with it in the place where the phrase appears in the text. There is also a clear polyphonic
inconsistency in the origin of the point of view that characterises each segment of the sentence. This
inconsistency is related to the choice of the reference marker.

Keywords: linguistic text analysis, corpus linguistics, lexical models, syntactic models,
unstressed pronoun.

Introduction

For a long time, the study of text was inseparable from rhetoric. Starting with ancient rhetoric,
text was considered exclusively a literary field. It was only in the mid-twentieth century, after the
development of semantic theories and research in phonetics and pragmatics, that text became an
object of linguistic research. Thus, compared to other linguistic studies, textual analysis is a very
young field of research. Text analysis begins with the search for rules that can explain the textual
skills of native speakers. This approach led to the development of generative grammar (Chomsky,
Roberts & Watumull, 2023). Proponents of this approach tried to explain native speakers' textual
competence by using well-defined rules to predict speakers' intentions for text construction. This
approach soon proved to be ineffective because a text could not be approached with the same tools
as a sentence. Subsequently, discourse and its context narrowed down the linguistic research of
scientists. The development of cognitive psychology has led to the emergence of several partial text
theories for automatic test analysis (Fox, Jackson & Crawford, 2023). In any case, and from the
perspective of different theories, text linguistics has always been closely related to didactics, which
is the study of text that aims to shed light on certain complex issues that go beyond the scope of
traditional grammar. Thus, before it became a scientific discipline, textual linguistics first appeared
as a didactic method. This dual use of textual linguistics continues to this day.

Research Problem

The field of language learning has been witnessing the development of new technologies for
several decades, which are increasingly replacing traditional methods for two main reasons: on the
one hand, the use of multimedia tools provides endless possibilities for integrating different media
(texts, images, photography, audio, video or 3D, etc.); on the other hand, interactivity develops
human-machine interaction, thus providing a certain autonomy in choosing a language learning
path (Gillings & Mautner, 2023).

One of the most important distinctions for the present work is that between a sentence and a
statement. A sentence is a unit of writing (i.e. text). It can be simple or complex, composed of several
syntactic clauses. The linguists Rakovi¢, Igbal, Li, Fan, Singh, Surendrannair & Gasevic¢ (2023) proved
that spoken language does not manifest sentences. An oral utterance contains syntactic clauses but
is not a sentence. The minimum units of spoken text are intonational units and periods. Pan (2022)
defines a period as an integrative unit of a sentence characterised by a final intonation. As for the
language as a whole, from a functionalist point of view, it is a “treasure” (Raphael, 2023), thus a
structured set of linguistic resources that have been stored over the centuries of use by its speakers,
allowing them to express themselves and communicate with others in a given situation.
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Thus, the contribution of new technologies has enabled the development of corpus linguistics.
From the very beginning, corpus linguistics was seen not only as a tool for making observations of
linguistic phenomena but also as a methodology to promote an operational approach to teaching
and learning.

Research Focus

The present work focuses on the problem of the choice and nature of language data, as well
as their use, which is certainly central to the linguistic approach. Linguistics is perhaps the only
science that positions language as both an object and a means of research (the latter being created
as a meta-language). The paper presents the type of linguistic data, the choice, and the nature of the
data used mainly in studies of discourse reference.

Research Aim and Research Questions

The main goal of this paper is to show that a basic linguistic phenomenon (such as anaphora)
is often misidentified based on only one type of data (e.g., invented examples), and another type of
data (natural, attested data) is not taken into account. In this context, the following issues of the
presented work are highlighted:

1. How often is the linguistic phenomenon of anaphora misidentified in linguistic research
based on invented examples?

2. To what extent can other types of data, such as natural, attested data, help to determine the
correct characterisation of anaphora?

3. What factors influence the incorrect definition of anaphora based on the examples you have
made up?

Literature Review

Language is distinguished as a system, as a resource for use that exists independently of how
it is used. However, a language without morphosyntax loses its schematicity and accuracy (ZAHLER,
2023). Except in formal models, this type of judgement cannot be made independently, according
to functionalist models of language, but this is not consistent with formal approaches that treat syntax
as "autonomous” from semantics, phonology, or pragmatics (Schleppegrell & Oteiza, 2023).
Morphosyntax, on the other hand, is the expressive shell of language for functionalist approaches
(Yang & Liu, 2023). Similarly, syntactic constructions carry meaning and are not semantically neutral
(Schneider, 2022). As for lexical items, their interpretation in the context of use places them at the
boundary between language as a system and its actual use in a particular situation. In fact, the
generally accepted meaning of these units in a language is always modified according to the context
that affects the utterance (Laske, 2022). When it comes to the relationship between the meanings of
lexical items in an expression, it can also lead to misunderstandings caused by the incompatibility of
the meanings of words that appear in the same grammatical construction (Liu, Jhang & Lee).
However, at the level of translation co-authorship, the subject can provide a more imaginative
interpretation of this meaning (synecdoche, personification, oxymoron, etc.) according to the
context and the speaker's or author's own perception of the expression that includes a priori
incompatible elements (Mautner, 2016). However, it is worth remembering that such an
interpretation may lead to incompatibility of semantic levels at the literal level, depending on the
specific situation.

The characteristic that is most used in modern linguistics in terms of analysed data is its
authenticity, not that it was created by the linguist himself.
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The disadvantages of this approach are well known: circularity can occur when a linguist (even
unconsciously) ensures that his theory or hypothesis about the functioning of a particular aspect of
language or discourse is reflected in the very material created for demonstration.

Research Methodology

The study uses qualitative analysis of examples collected from the BNC (British National
Corpus). The instructions for extracting data from the corpus are to use textual forms located at
specific positions in the co-text. The results of the study are subject to qualitative analysis on a case-
by-case basis, and many of the forms identified are irrelevant to the research objectives. Obtaining
data in this way is useful for studying phonology, morphology, morphosyntax, and general linguistic
facts. The relative frequencies of occurrence of micro-opposition elements, for example, the use of
the temporal adverb “now” in English discourse, are used to determine which element is marked
and which is unmarked. In order to show the different types of data in the text, data belonging to the
first type are represented by Latin characters, and data belonging to the second type are
represented by italics. However, the main task at the data level, apart from selecting the data, is to
represent, process, and evaluate the data by the linguist. Seven other aspects of context need to be
taken into account: the context of measurement, the pre-established discourse, the type of speech
event, the socio-cultural framework established by the text, interchange, exchangeability, and the
situation of utterance. The situation of utterance is the most important of these aspects, and it serves
as the starting point for the construction of discourse. The context is constantly constructed and
revised by the user as the discourse unfolds. Text, in the sense of the act of speaking or writing,
reflects the character of the speaker and non-verbal cues such as gaze and gestures. Text has a linear
structure, unlike discourse. It functions as a sequence of perceived signals created by the speaker or
author for the perceiving reader or listener to understand the discourse associated with a particular
piece of text and context. However, the text itself does not determine a particular interpretation that
can be made later. This role is played by the discourse.

Results

In the field of linguistics, it is common to create corpora of various types of utterances and use
them in research. In particular, this approach is a particularly desirable tool for gaining a more
detailed and realistic understanding of the functioning of language and its possible uses. Compared
to the traditional method based on fictional examples, statistically valid data obtained through
corpus analysis lends much more credibility to the phenomena under study. Although other research
methods exist, the use of corpora is one of the most effective approaches. However, in approaches
aimed at identifying discursive and functional phenomena, the interest of such access may be
limited.

Lin & Adolphs (2023) point out that the use of indexical reference in discourse takes
precedence over quantitative reference. Meaningful evaluation of the reference to any expression
according to its context is a priority. It is difficult or even impossible to obtain data of each type or
subtype with the help of instructions for a specific corpus of texts. However, modern corpus analysis
includes accessible annotated corpora that capture facts at higher levels than just morphosyntax.

Corpora are useful for studying discourse phenomena. These texts are created and processed
by speakers and interlocutors to achieve their personal communicative goals. However, the use of
corpus data can have a certain drawback: if in a study or discourse analysis, extracts from the corpus
are presented without any indication other than their source (which is already the beginning of
recontextualisation), they can lose their original context. This can lead to the fact that, although
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proven, they become artificial, similar to fictional data. Therefore, in order to obtain the most correct
results, the recipient of the research should try to recontextualise them in accordance with the co-
text, which will allow access to the discourse associated with these textual fragments.

For example: “*Tamar had no alternative but to do as he said, and they rode from the yard
without another word. How bitterly she regretted now that she had not revealed the episode with
Davis before her marriage to Stephen” (http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/). The example is about
evaluating the discourse that may be associated with this sequence, not about determining the
correctness of the form of the passage as a piece of text that can have any meaning. This implies that
it is necessary to consider the context of use that the reader of the passage has deduced in order to
create a discourse. An example that illustrates this fact is the use of the temporal adverb “now” in
English discourse. In the example taken from the BNC corpus, boldface is used to highlight the
words “went” and “regretted now”, indicating that it is when the trip happened (preterite) that the
reference to the adverb "now” is explained.

In this regard, it is noted that there are a significant number of elements in the above passage
that require a certain context for their interpretation. This requires the reader to make several
assumptions and establish connections between different situations and individuals. For example,
the proper names Tamar, Davis, and Stephen are mentioned, indicating that their relationships are
relevant to further understanding of the text. Also noteworthy are specific references to the
courthouse and “court”, the episode with Davis and her marriage to Stephen, and the use of ellipsis,
pronouns (he, she, they, her), and the possessive pronoun.

The reference in the first line probably refers to “Tamar” as the default. The subsequent
reference to "he” may be predictable (but it is notthe only possible interpretation here). The pronoun
“she” and the possessive pronoun “her” may refer to “Tamar”, but not every reader will necessarily
understand that it is a feminine noun. In any case, the reader will make the anaphoric connection
indirectly, leading to the conclusion that “Tamar felt regret when she rode a horse”, but it can also
be understood as riding a bicycle, motorbike, etc. The author does not pay attention to the two
“local” inferences: one of the persons spoken of is “Tamar” and she is part of a group of persons
referred to by this pronoun.

In fact, it is difficult to determine the exact contextual meaning of the word “ride”. These people
can be riding together or separately. If the vehicles are bicycles or horses, then this can be
considered a typical situation. But without more information, it is impossible to say for sure that
everyone is riding their own bicycle, horse, etc. Of course, interpreting the adverb reduces the
immediate problems, but the word “rode” cannot be contextualised without more information.

Itis obvious that in this case, we are dealing with an example of “represented, personal thinking
and perception” (Original, Cox & Udell, 2023): these thoughts are associated with Tamar, who
perceives them as a subject of consciousness, and not (directly) as the narrator's thoughts. This
suggests that in the second sentence, the adverb “now”, with its deictic function, refers not only to
the external temporal context indicating the past tense expressed by the preterite in the verb "went”
(according to Lee) but also to the idea that Tamar has just articulated: namely, “that she felt helpless
and unable to do anything other than what he (and therefore, by this assumption, “Davis”) told her
to do”. It was this thought that most likely made her regret now that she had not disclosed (to
Stephen, no doubt) the Davis episode before her marriage to him. Thus, the situation is much more
complicated. So, we can see here the extent to which the reader is forced to make a number of
inferences when reading this passage, and how important it is to use the linguistic data in the corpus
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to make the necessary connections to fully interpret this passage, presented completely out of
context.

In the second example, “*The guy in my story picked [@]...got [J]...and picked up all those
tools” (http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/), the phrase challenges the expected distinction between
“configurational” and “non-configurational” languages in generative grammar. To this end, it is
demonstrated that empty squares are often found in both subject and non-subject positions in
spoken English. This contradicts what is claimed in generative grammar, where English is classified
as a prototypical “
allows the linguist to represent the syntactic structure by means of a tree). After analysing this

configurational” language (with the help of main and secondary clauses, which

passage, we can conclude that the speaker hesitates in choosing the optimal verb. This is probably
due to successive hesitations that result from considerations of the verb's meaning. At the end of this
process, the speaker decides to choose the same verb form as at the beginning. However, this is

followed by a particle that indicates that the verb can have the meaning of “choose”, “pick up” or
“take hold of".

In Example Three, “*The guy in my story picked them [...] got them [...] and picked up all those
tools” (http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/) is definitely a case of over-analysis, where more is visible in the
user's textual production than can be reasonably assumed, according to the reader's own point of
view. In other words, natural data can reveal facts about language and discourse that are real and
cannot be created artificially. However, linguists who use these data do not always provide the
context in which they were collected, although this context is important for a complete and accurate
analysis of the language data. In addition, the reader may make mistakes in their analysis because
they may be artificially driven to demonstrate a particular theoretical conclusion.

Thus, the natural data that researchers collect to study the indexical procedures of using
language data in corpora (anaphora, anadeixis, and deixis) allow us to postulate theories of the
functioning of reference in discourse that differ significantly from traditional theories based on
scripts and recorded language data. These examples, as they arise in the spontaneous use of a
speaker or writer when they do not pay attention to the conformity of their statements to modern
linguistic standards, can more accurately reveal the reality of language as a biological system.

These examples, or so-called “asterisk” examples, are often not fully considered or stigmatised
in some linguistic approaches. Some linguists apply strict restrictions on the use of unstressed
pronouns with indirect anaphoric references. Indirect anaphora requires the interpreter to draw
conclusions from the context, often based on knowledge about the world, the type of text, etc.
Interpreting indirect anaphora requires a semi-automatic transition from what is explicitly mentioned
or focused on to a referent that has some connection to it. In some linguistic approaches, comments
on language data are marked with symbols that indicate their status, such as an asterisk to indicate
ungrammaticality, an exclamation point for a semantic anomaly, etc. However, it is sometimes
difficult to clearly distinguish between the different statuses of speech data. Pronouns can be used
to confirm the obviousness of the referent to the speaker, but not to take into account the point of
view of the interlocutor or reader. Such examples can be used to minimise the effort of finding the
referent in the context. Indirect anaphora can also be expressed through pronouns or demonstrative
phrases, although this is considered marginal. Research shows that different linguistic data can have
different statuses and the use of unstressed pronouns for indirect anaphors depends on the context
and linguistic situation. However, such examples are sometimes rejected or stigmatised by some
linguists as “marginal” or defective in some aspects (and therefore not worthy of serious
consideration).
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Discussion

The study has shown that the frequency of incorrect definition of the linguistic phenomenon of
anaphora based on invented examples in linguistic research may vary depending on the specific
study and researchers. However, in general, several factors should be taken into account that
contribute to the correct definition of anaphora: collecting real examples (the best method for
defining anaphora is to analyse real texts and speech acts rather than inventing examples. This
provides the right context and thus, it is possible to evaluate the use of anaphora in real
communicative situations), attention to context (researchers should be attentive to the context in
which the examples are used. It is worth considering the structure and connections between
sentences to correctly identify cases of anaphora), studying relevant theoretical approaches (the
existence of theoretical approaches to anaphora can help researchers analyse this phenomenon
more thoroughly and avoid misidentifications). These findings are in line with Dai (2023), who argues
that despite the factors that contribute to the correct definition of anaphora, the creation of invented
examples can be useful for illustrative purposes, but their use should not be the basis for a general
definition and generalisation of anaphora. In the same spirit, some linguists apply strict restrictions
on the use of unstressed pronouns with indirect anaphoric references. In particular, they distinguish
between direct anaphora, where the anaphoricity is inherent, and indirect anaphora, which requires
the interpreter to draw conclusions from the context, often based on their knowledge of the world,
the type of text, etc. (Cooper, 2023). More precisely, the interpretation of indirect anaphora requires
a semi-automatic transition from what is explicitly mentioned or focused on to a referent that has
some connection to it, whether through a part-to-whole, case-to-type, or metonymic relation. For
linguistic data retrieval to be effective, a potential relevance or adequacy relationship must exist
between the indirect referent and the subsequent discourse.

In the light of the second research question, it should be noted that data, such as natural,
attested data, can help to determine the correct characterisation of anaphora to a certain extent. For
example, if there is statistical data on the use of anaphora in a particular language or on its
distribution among different speaking groups, this can give an idea of its prevalence and adequacy
in different contexts. In the same context, Udomphol (2023) notes that counting natural data can also
help in studying the relationship between anaphora use and the sociocultural context, for example,
how age, social or geographical factors influence anaphora choice. However, it should be added
that it is also important to take into account that the use of anaphora can be highly individual and
depend on one's own preferences, speech style, and other personal factors that may be difficult to
reproduce in natural data, hence the impossibility of assessing the status of anaphora language data.
The status of linguistic data is closely related to its choice and nature. This status is usually expressed
by a prefixed symbol immediately preceding the data. In the corpora, an asterisk is used to indicate
ungrammaticality, an exclamation point is used to indicate a semantic anomaly in the interpretation
of an example, and a pound sign indicates that its use as a (potential) utterance is (or would be)
unnatural in this context. An additional symbol used for corpus-validated statements is the
percentage symbol (%). It indicates that the type of example with the prefix occurs for many speakers
in a given corpus of utterances, but not for all.

In practice, however, it is sometimes difficult to distinguish between the first three statuses. For
example, in formalist work (formal syntax and semantics), a linguist often uses an asterisk to indicate
any defect noticed in an example, whether syntactic, semantic, or discourse. However, this
generalised practice remains neutral as to the value and function of asterisked examples for those
who use them.
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Regarding the third research question, the results of the study showed that there are several
factors that can cause the misidentification of anaphora based on invented examples. For example,
insufficient or inadequate linguistic competence. In this regard, Lin & Adolphs (2023) argue that
faulty knowledge or understanding of the language can lead to misidentification of anaphora. For
example, if a user does not understand the correct use of pronouns, distortions or
misunderstandings of anaphoric relations may occur. The next factor is incorrect contextual
understanding. According to Original, Cox & Udell (2023), the correct definition of anaphora
requires an understanding of the context in which it is used. If the user misjudges the context or is
not aware of additional information, anaphora misidentification may occur. But the lack of
appropriate logical thinking skills is quite significant. After all, identifying anaphora also requires the
ability to think logically and understand the surrounding text. If the user does not have these skills or
they are not sufficiently developed, this can lead to an incorrect definition of anaphora. Other factors
include insufficient contextual content and personal biases or unconscious biases. The examples that
the user uses to define anaphora may be insufficient or not contain enough information for correct
understanding. This can lead to misidentification of anaphora, and personal preconceptions or
unconscious biases can also lead to misidentification of anaphora. If the user has certain beliefs or
perceptions, this can distort their understanding and contribute to the misidentification of anaphora.

However, according to Dai (2023), anaphoric reference to implicit referents is more often the
exception than the rule. According to Hashimoto (2023), indirect anaphora cannot be expressed
with unstressed pronouns. On the contrary, Jalilbayli (2022) points out that indirect pronoun and
demonstrative anaphoric data are less frequent than indirect anaphoric data preceding an indefinite
article and appear more often in unplanned texts. The authors also argue that indirect anaphora
cannot usually be expressed through pronoun or demonstrative phrases (Espada, Martinez, Rico &

Sénchez, 2023).

In this context, McCoy, Smolensky, Linzen, Gao & Celikyilmaz (2023) similarly present attested
passages from different types of work in American English as data for analysis. They provide
examples of spoken and written language. However, the authors concluded that the use of pronouns
or demonstratives to create indirect anaphors is marginal and uninteresting, and probably does not
take into account the “hierarchy of givenness”. Thus, unstressed pronouns occupy the top position,
where they express only the cognitive status of “in focus”, not the “activated” status. The status of
“activated” is less active, occurring on the periphery of the participants' consciousness during
speech.

Regarding the examples proposed by Meyer (2023), pronouns can be reformulated as follows:
they can be seen as examples used to confirm that the referent is very obvious to the speaker or
author, but that the interlocutor's or reader's point of view is not taken into account to better justify
the reference in the context; either because they are common uses (so-called “collective” examples)
that do not imply a specific referent and are therefore not considered important for understanding
the purpose, or because the sender believes that in a working context, the interlocutor or reader will
be able to easily find the target referent with a sufficiently vague statement based on the principle
of least effort.

In Zinn & Mille's (2022) study, which is in fact in line with Schneider, Hundt & Schreier (2019)
in their view of unplanned spoken and written genres as “free” discourse, where freedom with
respect to the standard of correctness is made “explicit” in the written word. Other authors in this
regard consider passages of this type (as cited above) to be only “minor violations” of the hierarchy
of givenness (Vogel & Hamann, 2023). This can be an example of “scientism” (Udomphol, 2023).
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In a related study on pronoun usage in English and French, Sarvazyan, Gonzélez, Franco-
Salvador, Rangel, Chulvi & Rosso (2023) clearly show that when a distinction is made between central
and peripheral implicit referents, the former type of pronouns are erased almost as quickly as the
latter type of pronouns, both in the “implicit antecedent” and “explicit” condition. These results were
also confirmed by the work of Piantadosi, S. (2023) on the presence of indirect pronouns that reveal
the presence or absence of certain internal properties of the structure or type of utterance that
cannot be represented exclusively by “standard” or “canonical” linguistic data.

The authors, by using an asterisk to indicate unacceptable examples of various types, express
a position where syntax has a higher priority than other aspects of the utterance. This is not a typical
approach among other linguistic frameworks, except generative linguistics. In generative grammar,
the phonological and semantic components are “interpretive” for the syntactic representation of the
sentence being generated.

Conclusions and Implications

The analytical analysis of three vivid examples from the British linguistic corpus has shown and
described textual and discourse phenomena in the use of language data. Some confusion was found
among them, in fact, between factors that should be considered separately. We can see that this
leads to a blurring of the linguistic facts that we have tried to establish in the present work.

At the outset, it should be noted that the selected examples, which were constructed to
substantiate the theory, have an artificial appearance, which makes it difficult to find context and
analyse them. This makes them difficult to evaluate even for native English speakers. This is especially
true of the first example. For this example, the syntactic constructions used are not appropriate for
the context. This deviation was observed at the level of the sentence's information structure. As for
the second example, the discomfort felt can be explained by the lack of motivation to use a referent
that has just been introduced into the context with a reference marker that independently refers to
it in the place where the phrase appears in the text. There is also an apparent polyphonic confusion
about the origin of the point of view that characterises each segment of the sentence. This confusion
is directly related to the choice of this reference marker.

In the third example, there was no indication of any problematic aspect of its internal syntactic
or semantic construction, nor of its potential use in a particular context.

However, in all of these examples, the asterisk is preceded by a symbol. It was found that the
problem is not in the syntax as such, but in factors related to perception: the intersection of
perspective threads (a case of “polyphonic dissonance”), transformed into a potential utterance
where, despite the presence of an asterisk, the problem is related to the consistent integration of the
content of the two main constituent sentences, linked by anaphoric relations. The reader will need
to “re-contextualise” the proposed passages, as far as possible, according to the co-text presented,
which is problematic in such circumstances.

Another important aspect of language data mining is related to prosody. In fact, the first step
to successfully putting an example into context, even in written form, should be the possibility and
probability of imposing a certain prosodic structure on the textual elements involved. This will be a
function of the information structure of each component of the complex example and, in turn, will
allow us to determine the discourse units with which it can correspond. This was evident, first of all,
in the analysis of the second mentioned relational structure used in Example 2, as repetition, in terms
of possible prosodic realisation; it was also evident in Example 3, where two types of direct object
production in spoken language, which depend on intonation, are considered.
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Unfortunately, linguists who are far from the active norm reject formulations that are not
particularly interesting to them on a theoretical level and are therefore considered impractical in
describing such a phenomenon, even if they allow for a more accurate understanding of the
mechanism of language data selection for a corpus.

Suggestions for Future Research

This research can focus on understanding the use of different sources of language data, such
as social media texts or specialised domain corpora, and how they affect language understanding
and generation. From the perspective of text features, it is possible to delve into specific linguistic
features such as syntax, semantics, pragmatics, or discourse. By gaining a better understanding of
these features across languages and contexts, researchers could improve the accuracy and reliability
of natural language understanding systems. Research into the role of context in language
understanding will allow us to focus on incorporating contextual information, such as discourse
cohesion or speaker intent, into language models. This could help improve their ability to generate
more coherent and contextually relevant responses. Furthermore, language data in modern
technologies often reflects societal biases. Research could be conducted to identify and reduce
biases in training data to ensure fair and unbiased results from language technology applications.
Language data can be invaluable for documenting and preserving endangered languages. Future
research could examine methodologies and techniques for collecting, processing, and analysing
language data on endangered languages to aid in revitalisation efforts. Many languages and regions
lack sufficient linguistic data due to limited resources or technological access. Future research could
focus on developing innovative methods for collecting language data in resource-limited settings,
such as using crowdsourcing, speech recognition technologies, or mobile apps. In addition, future
research could focus on analysing the quality and diversity of language data used for machine
translation, exploring methods for collecting multilingual parallel corpora, and developing methods
for adapting machine translation models to resource-limited languages.
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