
chicago style for corpus linguistics
chicago style for corpus linguistics, a specialized area of academic writing, demands a precise
and consistent approach to citation, referencing, and manuscript preparation. Understanding the
nuances of Chicago style within the context of corpus linguistics research is crucial for scholars aiming
to effectively communicate their findings and adhere to scholarly conventions. This article will delve
into the intricacies of applying the Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) to corpus linguistics projects,
covering everything from in-text citations and bibliographies to the formatting of specialized data and
linguistic examples. We will explore best practices for referencing corpora, software, and digital
resources, ensuring clarity and reproducibility in your research. Furthermore, we will discuss the
importance of consistent terminology and the stylistic considerations specific to presenting
quantitative and qualitative data derived from large text collections.
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Understanding the Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS)

The Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS) is a widely recognized and comprehensive style guide that
provides recommendations for manuscript preparation, citation, and grammar. For corpus linguistics,
understanding the foundational principles of CMOS is the first step. CMOS offers two primary citation
systems: the notes-bibliography system (preferred by many in the humanities, including linguistics)
and the author-date system. While both are valid, the notes-bibliography system often allows for
more detailed explanations and contextualization, which can be particularly beneficial when
discussing complex corpus data and methodologies.

Corpus linguists often work with a variety of sources, including traditional academic publications,
digitized texts, and specialized software. The flexibility of CMOS in handling diverse source types
makes it a suitable choice. It's important to recognize that while CMOS provides a general framework,
specific disciplines, and even individual journals, may have their own adaptations or preferences.
Therefore, always consult the specific guidelines of the journal or publisher you are submitting to.



Core Principles of Chicago Style for Linguistic Research

Applying Chicago style to corpus linguistics research hinges on consistency, clarity, and accuracy. The
primary goal is to enable readers to easily locate the sources of your information and to understand
the linguistic data you are presenting. This involves meticulous attention to detail in how you cite
corpora, the specific texts within them, the software used for analysis, and any theoretical
frameworks referenced. The principle of providing sufficient information for retrieval is paramount,
especially in digital humanities fields like corpus linguistics where reproducibility is a key tenet of
good scholarship.

Furthermore, CMOS emphasizes clear and precise language. In linguistics, this translates to careful
handling of terminology, accurate transcription of examples, and consistent formatting of linguistic
data. Whether you are citing a foundational article on corpus design or a specific corpus itself, the
chosen citation method should be applied uniformly throughout the manuscript. This not only adheres
to stylistic guidelines but also reflects the rigor of your research process.

Citation and Referencing in Corpus Linguistics

The act of citing and referencing in corpus linguistics is multifaceted, extending beyond traditional
book and journal articles. It necessitates the inclusion of the specific corpus used, its source, and
often the version or date of access, especially if the corpus is dynamic or online. The goal is to provide
enough information for another researcher to access and potentially replicate your findings using the
same linguistic resources. This is a cornerstone of transparent and verifiable research in the digital
age.

In corpus linguistics, it is common to encounter references to both published works that describe
corpora and the corpora themselves as distinct entities. Both require careful and standardized citation
practices. The chosen citation system, whether notes-bibliography or author-date, must be applied
consistently to all types of sources used in the research.

In-Text Citations for Corpus Data

When using the notes-bibliography system, in-text citations for corpus data will typically appear as
superscript numbers referring to footnotes or endnotes. These notes will then contain the full
bibliographic information for the corpus or the specific text being referenced. For instance, a note
might cite a specific corpus by its name and provide details on where it can be accessed or how it was
constructed.

If employing the author-date system, in-text citations would appear parenthetically, such as (Biber et
al. 2005). However, for corpus data, this can sometimes be insufficient. It may be more practical to
discuss the corpus in detail in a dedicated section of the methodology and then refer to it by name in
the text, with full details provided in the bibliography. Alternatively, a footnote might be used even
within an author-date system to elaborate on the specific corpus or textual sample being analyzed.



Footnotes and Endnotes in Linguistic Papers

Footnotes and endnotes are invaluable tools in corpus linguistics research when using the notes-
bibliography system. They allow for detailed descriptions of corpora, specific textual examples,
computational methods, and theoretical discussions without disrupting the flow of the main text. For
instance, a footnote can be used to specify the precise date a web corpus was accessed, the
particular sub-corpora used in an analysis, or to provide extended grammatical explanations for
linguistic examples derived from the corpus.

These notes are not merely for bibliographic references but also serve as a space for methodological
elaboration and the presentation of supplementary data. This is particularly helpful when dealing with
the vastness of corpus data, allowing researchers to point readers to specific instances or collections
of language that exemplify their arguments. The consistent use of footnotes or endnotes ensures that
the main body of the paper remains focused on the research questions and findings.

The Bibliography for Corpus Linguistics Research

The bibliography, or reference list, is a critical component of any corpus linguistics paper, providing a
comprehensive inventory of all sources cited. For corpus linguistics, this section needs to be
meticulously organized to include not only traditional academic publications but also the corpora
themselves, any software used for analysis, and potentially relevant websites or digital archives. The
Chicago Manual of Style offers clear guidelines for formatting various types of sources, which should
be adapted for linguistic resources.

When listing corpora, it is important to include their names, editors or compilers (if applicable),
publication details (if a published corpus), and, crucially, information on how to access them (e.g.,
website URLs, contact information for distribution). For software, include the developer, version
number, and publication or release year. The consistent application of CMOS formatting rules to every
entry ensures a professional and scholarly presentation of your research foundations.

Referencing Specific Corpus Resources

Referencing specific corpus resources requires careful attention to detail. When a corpus is a
published work, such as the British National Corpus (BNC) or the Corpus of Contemporary American
English (COCA), it should be cited as any other published resource, including editors, publication date,
and publisher. However, many corpora, especially those created by individual researchers or
institutions, may not have formal publication details.

In such cases, the citation should include the name of the corpus, the name of the institution or
research team responsible for its creation, the year of creation or last update, and a stable URL or
clear instructions on how to access it. For example: Davies, Mark. 2011. Corpus of Contemporary
American English. http://www.english-corpora.org/coca/. This ensures that other researchers can
identify and, ideally, access the exact resource used. If referring to specific sub-corpora or subsets,
these details should also be clearly delineated in the notes or bibliography.



Citing Corpus Software and Tools

Corpus linguistics heavily relies on specialized software for data collection, processing, and analysis.
These tools are as much a part of the research methodology as theoretical frameworks and should be
cited appropriately. Following CMOS guidelines, software citations should include the software's
name, the developer or company, the version number, and the year of release or publication. If the
software is accessed online or downloaded, a URL or download source should also be provided.

For example, when citing AntConc, a popular freeware corpus analysis toolkit, a citation might look
like this: Laurence Anthony. AntConc (Version 3.5.8) [Computer Software]. Waseda University.
Available from http://www.laurenceanthony.net/software. This level of detail allows readers to
understand the technical environment of your research and, if necessary, use the same tools.
Consistency in citing all software used is key.

Formatting Linguistic Data and Examples

Presenting linguistic data and examples is a critical aspect of corpus linguistics research, and CMOS
provides guidelines that can be adapted. When quoting directly from a corpus, it is essential to ensure
that the transcription is accurate and reflects the original text as closely as possible, including any
spelling variations or punctuation. Linguistic examples should be clearly distinguished from the main
text, often through italics or quotation marks, depending on their length and complexity.

For longer quotations (typically over four lines), CMOS recommends using a block quotation format,
which involves indenting the text and omitting quotation marks. Shorter quotations can be
incorporated directly into the sentence, enclosed in quotation marks. The specific conventions for
presenting phonetic transcriptions, grammatical glosses, or other specialized linguistic notations
should be defined clearly in a footnote or in the methodology section and applied consistently.

Presenting Corpus Data in Tables and Figures

Tables and figures are instrumental in visualizing and summarizing quantitative findings from corpus
analysis. CMOS offers guidelines on how to create and label these elements effectively. Each table
and figure should have a clear, descriptive title. Tables should be enclosed in horizontal rules, with
vertical rules used sparingly, if at all, to avoid a cluttered appearance. Figures, such as charts and
graphs, should be clearly labeled, with axes and data points easily identifiable.

When presenting corpus data in tables or figures, it is crucial to provide clear legends or keys and to
reference each element in the text. For example, a table showing the frequency of a particular word
across different genres should be introduced in the text with a sentence like, "Table 1 illustrates the
differential frequency of the lemma 'however' across the analyzed genres." The table itself should
include clear column and row headers, and any abbreviations or codes used should be explained,
often in a note below the table.



Style Considerations for Quantitative Analysis

Corpus linguistics often involves quantitative analysis, focusing on frequencies, statistical measures,
and patterns. When presenting quantitative findings, adherence to CMOS style means ensuring clarity
and precision. Numbers should be presented consistently. Typically, numbers one through nine are
spelled out, while numerals are used for 10 and above, though there are exceptions for units of
measurement or when comparing large numbers. It is vital to define any statistical measures used
and to present them in a clear and understandable manner.

The reporting of statistical significance, p-values, confidence intervals, and effect sizes should follow
established academic conventions within linguistics and statistics. CMOS generally defers to
specialized field conventions for such technical reporting. Ensure that all numerical data presented in
the text, tables, or figures are accurate and directly reflect the corpus analysis. Avoid jargon where
simpler language suffices, and define any technical terms that might be unfamiliar to a broader
audience.

Style Considerations for Qualitative Analysis

Qualitative analysis in corpus linguistics often involves examining patterns of use, collocations,
semantic prosody, and discourse features. When presenting qualitative findings, the focus shifts to
clear exposition and the effective use of linguistic examples. CMOS emphasizes clear prose and
logical argumentation. Each example drawn from the corpus should be presented with sufficient
context to illustrate the point being made. This might involve quoting a sentence or a short passage.

The interpretation of these examples should be directly linked to the corpus data. The language used
should be precise and analytical. When discussing semantic or pragmatic nuances, avoid subjective
interpretations and ground your analysis in observable linguistic patterns within the corpus.
Consistent terminology for linguistic phenomena is also crucial for maintaining clarity and
professionalism in qualitative corpus-based studies.

Best Practices for Manuscript Preparation

Manuscript preparation for corpus linguistics research following Chicago style involves meticulous
attention to detail across all aspects of the document. Beyond the core citation and formatting rules,
best practices include maintaining consistent headings and subheadings, ensuring uniform spacing
and margins, and proofreading thoroughly for any errors in grammar, spelling, punctuation, and
numerical accuracy. The goal is to produce a document that is not only scholarly but also
aesthetically pleasing and easy to read.

It is also advisable to create a style sheet for your specific project, especially if it is a large-scale
undertaking or involves multiple collaborators. This style sheet would document all stylistic decisions,
from preferred terminology and abbreviations to the exact format for citing specific types of corpora
or linguistic phenomena. This ensures that even complex projects maintain a high degree of internal
consistency, a hallmark of well-executed research.



Common Pitfalls to Avoid

Several common pitfalls can arise when applying Chicago style to corpus linguistics research. One of
the most frequent is inconsistency in citation, where different formats are used for similar types of
sources or within different sections of the paper. Another is the inadequate description of corpus
resources, leaving readers unable to understand the nature or provenance of the data. Failure to
clearly distinguish between the corpus itself and the academic works that discuss it can also lead to
confusion.

Furthermore, researchers may neglect to cite corpus analysis software, which is essential for
methodological transparency. In presenting linguistic examples, inaccuracies in transcription or
inconsistent formatting can undermine the credibility of the analysis. Finally, assuming that the
reader is familiar with specialized corpus linguistics terminology without providing definitions can
alienate or confuse the audience. Diligent proofreading and adherence to style guides can mitigate
most of these issues.

In conclusion, mastering chicago style for corpus linguistics research empowers scholars to present
their findings with clarity, rigor, and academic integrity. By diligently applying the principles of the
Chicago Manual of Style, particularly in the nuanced areas of citing digital resources and presenting
linguistic data, researchers can ensure their work is accessible, reproducible, and contributes
effectively to the field. The consistent application of these guidelines fosters a professional and
authoritative voice, essential for impactful scholarly communication.

Q: What is the primary advantage of using the notes-
bibliography system in Chicago style for corpus linguistics
research?
A: The primary advantage of using the notes-bibliography system in Chicago style for corpus
linguistics research is its capacity for detailed explanations and contextualization within footnotes or
endnotes. This allows researchers to provide in-depth information about corpus methodologies,
specific data samples, or theoretical nuances without disrupting the main flow of the text, which is
particularly beneficial for complex linguistic analyses.

Q: How should I cite a custom-built corpus that has not been
formally published?
A: For a custom-built corpus that has not been formally published, cite it by its name, the name of the
institution or research team responsible for its creation, the year of creation or last update, and a
stable URL or clear access instructions. For example: Smith, J. (2022). Personal Corpus of Academic
Discourse [Unpublished manuscript]. University Department of Linguistics. Available from [URL or
access instructions].

Q: Is it acceptable to use author-date citations in corpus



linguistics when using Chicago style?
A: Yes, it is acceptable to use author-date citations in corpus linguistics when using Chicago style, as
CMOS offers both the notes-bibliography and author-date systems. However, for corpus data
specifically, it is often more practical to provide detailed descriptions in the bibliography or
methodological notes, as a simple author-date citation might not convey sufficient information about
the specific corpus or textual sample used.

Q: How do I cite specific software used for corpus analysis,
like AntConc or Sketch Engine?
A: When citing corpus analysis software, include the software's name, the developer or company, the
version number, and the year of release or publication. If accessible online or via download, include
the URL or download source. For example: Laurence Anthony. AntConc (Version 3.5.8) [Computer
Software]. Waseda University. Available from http://www.laurenceanthony.net/software.

Q: What are the key elements to include when referencing a
digital corpus in the bibliography?
A: When referencing a digital corpus in the bibliography, key elements include the name of the
corpus, the editors or compilers (if any), publication details (if applicable), the year of creation or
latest version, and crucial access information such as a stable URL or clear instructions on how to
obtain it.

Q: How should I present multiple linguistic examples drawn
from a corpus?
A: When presenting multiple linguistic examples drawn from a corpus, ensure they are clearly
formatted (e.g., using quotation marks for shorter examples, block quotes for longer ones) and
consistently transcribed. If the examples illustrate a specific phenomenon, group them logically,
perhaps with a brief introductory sentence for each set, and ensure their accuracy against the corpus
source.

Q: When is it appropriate to use footnotes for linguistic data
rather than incorporating it into the main text?
A: It is appropriate to use footnotes for linguistic data when the examples are extensive, highly
technical, or interrupt the narrative flow of the main text. Footnotes are also ideal for providing
supplementary information about the corpus source, specific annotation conventions, or detailed
explanations that are not essential for the immediate comprehension of the main argument.

Q: How does Chicago style address the citation of web



corpora or dynamically updated corpora?
A: For web corpora or dynamically updated corpora, Chicago style emphasizes providing the most
specific information possible. This includes the name of the corpus, its creators, the URL, and
crucially, the date of access or the specific version of the corpus examined. This is because web
content can change, so documenting when the data was retrieved is vital for reproducibility. For
example: Davies, Mark. 2011. Corpus of Contemporary American English. Accessed October 26, 2023.
http://www.english-corpora.org/coca/.
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