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Navigating Chicago Style for Discussing
Results in Linguistics Research

chicago style for discussing results linguistics provides a structured and authoritative
framework for presenting research findings, a critical component for any academic discipline. This
comprehensive guide delves into the nuances of applying the Chicago Manual of Style (CMOS)
specifically to the reporting of linguistic results, ensuring clarity, precision, and adherence to
scholarly conventions. We will explore how to effectively integrate data, cite evidence, and frame
interpretations within the distinct requirements of Chicago style. Understanding these principles is
paramount for linguists aiming to communicate their discoveries with impact and credibility. This
article will cover the essential elements from initial data presentation to final analysis, offering
practical advice for researchers.
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Understanding the Core Principles of Chicago Style for
Discussing Results in Linguistics

The Chicago Manual of Style, widely adopted in the humanities and social sciences, offers robust
guidelines for academic writing. When applied to linguistic research, these principles emphasize
clarity, logical flow, and meticulous documentation. The core tenets involve accurate reporting of
data, appropriate citation of prior work, and a clear distinction between observed phenomena and
their interpretation. For results sections, this translates into presenting raw or processed data in a
digestible format, followed by an analysis that is grounded in that data and supported by existing



literature. The style encourages a narrative that guides the reader through the evidence, making the
research findings accessible and persuasive.

A key aspect of Chicago style is its flexibility in citation, offering both the notes-bibliography system
and the author-date system. For linguistics, particularly in dissertations and journal articles, the
author-date system is often favored for its efficiency in the text, allowing for a smoother reading
experience when discussing complex results and their relation to existing theories. However, the
choice between systems should align with the specific publication venue or institutional
requirements. Regardless of the chosen system, consistency is paramount. Adhering strictly to the
chosen method prevents confusion and upholds scholarly integrity.

Presenting Linguistic Data Effectively Using Chicago
Style

The presentation of linguistic data is central to the results section. Chicago style dictates that data
should be presented in a manner that is both informative and easy to understand. This often involves
the use of tables, figures, and direct quotations of linguistic examples. When quoting speech or
written text, strict adherence to the conventions of phonetic transcription, if applicable, and
grammatical notation is necessary. The CMOS provides guidance on the consistent use of symbols
and abbreviations, ensuring that technical terms and transcribed data are rendered unambiguously.

When linguistic data involves numerical findings, such as frequencies, percentages, or statistical test
results, these must be reported accurately. Chicago style generally prefers straightforward reporting
of numerical data without excessive statistical jargon, unless the target audience is highly
specialized in quantitative linguistics. Any statistical tests employed should be clearly identified,
along with their results (e.g., p-values, effect sizes). The goal is to allow readers to evaluate the
significance and reliability of the findings.

Quantitative Data Presentation

For quantitative linguistic results, such as the frequency of a particular grammatical construction or
the average reaction time in an experiment, tables are often the most effective presentation method.
Chicago style advises on the clear labeling of tables, including informative titles and column
headers. Each cell within a table should contain unambiguous data points. For instance, if
presenting word frequencies, the table might include the word itself and its count or percentage
within a corpus. Accompanying text should direct the reader to the table and highlight the most
significant patterns observed.

When statistical analyses are performed, reporting key metrics is crucial. This includes measures of
central tendency (mean, median), measures of dispersion (standard deviation, variance), and
inferential statistics (t-values, F-values, chi-square values) along with their associated p-values.
Chicago style encourages clarity and conciseness in reporting these values, often within the text or
in a dedicated table. For instance, one might state, "The mean duration of the vowel in the stressed
syllable was significantly longer in condition A (M = 150 ms, SD = 25 ms) compared to condition B



(M =120 ms, SD = 20 ms), t(48) = 3.52, p < .001."

Qualitative Data Presentation

Qualitative linguistic data, such as transcriptions of interviews, discourse fragments, or examples of
language use from a corpus, requires careful presentation. Chicago style mandates that all such
examples be accurately transcribed and clearly contextualized. If phonetic transcription is used, the
specific system (e.g., [IPA) must be consistently applied and, if necessary, a key to symbols provided.
The examples should be presented in a way that allows readers to easily follow the linguistic
phenomenon being discussed.

It is often beneficial to provide brief glosses for non-English examples or for particularly complex
grammatical structures within English. These glosses should follow established conventions,
typically enclosed in parentheses or brackets following the example. For instance, an example
sentence with a direct translation and a grammatical breakdown might appear as: "Maria casa-@
ver-a. (Maria house-DEF see-FUT.3SG) 'Maria will see the house." The clarity of these examples is
paramount for the reader to grasp the linguistic point being made.

Citing Sources and Evidence in Results Sections with
Chicago Style

Accurate and consistent citation is a hallmark of academic integrity, and Chicago style provides a
robust framework for this. In the results section, citations are used to attribute prior research that
might inform the interpretation of current findings, to reference specific methodologies or analytical
tools that have been previously described, or to support claims about language variation or change
based on existing literature.

The choice between the notes-bibliography system and the author-date system significantly impacts
how citations appear in the text. In the author-date system, citations typically appear in parentheses,
like (Smith 2020, 123) or (Jones and Lee 2019). This allows readers to quickly identify the source of
information without disrupting the flow of the results as much as footnote or endnote markers
might. For linguistic research, where references to theoretical frameworks or empirical studies are
frequent, the author-date system often proves more convenient.

Using the Author-Date System for Citations

When employing the author-date system within a linguistics results section, the author's last name
and the year of publication are placed in parentheses at the appropriate point in the sentence, often
before a comma or at the end of the clause. If a specific page number is relevant, it is included after
the year, separated by a comma. For example, "The observed pattern of subject-verb agreement
aligns with findings from earlier studies on [specific linguistic phenomenon] (Garcia 2018, 45)."



When multiple works by the same author in the same year are cited, they are distinguished by
lowercase letters appended to the year (e.g., 2021a, 2021b). If citing multiple sources to support a
single point, they are typically listed in alphabetical order within the same parenthetical citation,
separated by semicolons: (Chen 2017; Kim 2019; Rodriguez 2020). This systematic approach
ensures that all referenced material is properly credited and easily traceable to the bibliography or
reference list.

Integrating Evidence and Supporting Claims

The results section is not merely a presentation of data; it is also where initial interpretations and
connections to broader linguistic knowledge are made. Citations play a vital role in grounding these
interpretations. For instance, if a particular phonetic feature is observed in a dialect, it might be
linked to descriptions in existing dialectological studies. Similarly, if a syntactic construction exhibits
a novel characteristic, it might be compared to similar constructions discussed in theoretical works.

The way evidence is integrated should demonstrate a clear understanding of the existing research
landscape. This involves not only citing relevant studies but also explaining how the current findings
confirm, challenge, or extend prior knowledge. For example, "While previous research has primarily
documented this construction in informal spoken discourse (Brown 2015), our corpus analysis
reveals its increasing prevalence in formal written genres, suggesting a shift in prescriptive norms."
This demonstrates how current results contribute to the ongoing scholarly conversation.

Interpreting and Discussing Findings within Chicago
Style Framework

The discussion of results in linguistics is where the researcher moves beyond simply presenting data
to explaining what that data means. Chicago style encourages a clear and logical progression of
thought, ensuring that interpretations are directly supported by the evidence presented. This
involves connecting the observed linguistic patterns to theoretical frameworks, discussing
implications for linguistic theories, and acknowledging any limitations of the study.

It is crucial to maintain a professional and objective tone throughout this section. While
interpretation is key, it should be presented as a reasoned argument based on the data, rather than
personal opinion. Chicago style emphasizes precision in language, avoiding vague or ambiguous
statements. When discussing the significance of findings, it's important to be specific about what the
results contribute to the field of linguistics.

Connecting Results to Theoretical Frameworks

A primary goal of discussing results in linguistics is to relate them to existing theoretical models or
to propose modifications or new theoretical insights. Chicago style guidelines support this by
encouraging explicit engagement with relevant theories. When interpreting findings, researchers



should clearly articulate which theoretical concepts or frameworks are being employed and how the
data supports or challenges them. For example, "The observed asymmetry in the processing of
transitive versus intransitive verbs provides strong support for generative theories that posit distinct
underlying representations for these verb classes (Chomsky 1995)."

This connection allows readers to understand the broader theoretical implications of the research. It
also places the findings within the context of ongoing debates and research agendas in linguistics.
The discussion should not assume that the reader is intimately familiar with every theoretical
nuance, so brief explanations or references to key texts may be necessary, adhering to Chicago's
principles of clarity and completeness.

Discussing Implications and Significance

Beyond theoretical implications, the discussion should also address the broader significance of the
findings. What do these results tell us about language acquisition, language change, language
variation, or the human cognitive capacity for language? Chicago style promotes clear articulation of
these implications. For instance, a study on the acquisition of a complex grammatical feature might
have significant implications for theories of child language development and pedagogical
approaches.

It is also important to acknowledge any limitations of the study. No research is perfect, and
identifying constraints such as sample size, data collection methods, or specific analytical choices
demonstrates intellectual honesty and allows future researchers to build upon the work more
effectively. For example, "While these findings are compelling, it is important to note that the study
was conducted with a relatively small, homogenous participant group, which may limit the
generalizability of the results to more diverse linguistic communities." This transparency is highly
valued in scholarly discourse.

Formatting Tables and Figures According to Chicago
Style

Visual aids such as tables and figures are indispensable tools for presenting linguistic data
effectively. Chicago style provides specific guidelines to ensure these elements are clear,
informative, and professionally rendered. Properly formatted tables and figures enhance readability
and allow readers to quickly grasp complex information. Consistent application of these formatting
rules is key to maintaining scholarly standards.

The primary goal is clarity and accessibility. Each table and figure should be self-explanatory, with
clear titles, labels, and necessary explanations. When incorporating these elements into a
manuscript, they should be placed as close as possible to their first mention in the text, and the text
should explicitly refer to them, guiding the reader's attention to the relevant visual information.



Guidelines for Tables

Chicago style dictates that tables should have a clear title, usually positioned above the table itself.
Column heads should be concise and descriptive, and row labels should be easily identifiable. Units
of measurement, if applicable, should be clearly indicated. The body of the table should contain the
data, presented consistently. Grid lines should be used judiciously to enhance readability, but
excessive lines should be avoided. When referring to a table in the text, use the table number, such
as "Table 1 shows..."

For linguistic data, tables might present frequency counts of phonemes, grammatical constructions,
or lexical items across different dialects or genres. They might also display statistical results, such
as p-values, means, and standard deviations, in an organized and easy-to-compare format. Ensuring
that all numerical data is aligned correctly and that any abbreviations used are defined either in a
footnote to the table or in a general list of abbreviations is also crucial.

Guidelines for Figures

Figures in linguistics can encompass a wide range of visual representations, including charts,
graphs, diagrams of linguistic structures, or images depicting experimental setups. Like tables,
figures must have a clear title, typically placed below the figure. Captions should provide sufficient
detail for the figure to be understood independently of the text, explaining any symbols,
abbreviations, or axes labels used. The text must refer to figures by number, for instance, "Figure 1
illustrates the perceived ambiguity..."

When presenting phonetic spectrograms or other visual representations of sound, the quality of the
image is paramount. Lines and labels should be sharp and legible. Diagrams illustrating syntactic
trees or semantic relationships should be constructed according to established conventions in
linguistic theory, with clear node labels and branching. Chicago style encourages professional
presentation, so ensuring high resolution and proper formatting for any submitted figures is
essential for publication.

Common Pitfalls and Best Practices in Reporting
Linguistics Results

Researchers in linguistics, when preparing to discuss their results, can encounter several common
challenges. Adhering to established style guides like Chicago helps mitigate these issues. One
frequent pitfall is the unclear or inconsistent presentation of linguistic examples, particularly when
using specialized notation. Another is the conflation of data presentation with interpretation, leading
to a less rigorous account of findings.

Best practices involve meticulous attention to detail, careful proofreading, and a thorough
understanding of the target publication's or institution's requirements. Embracing a structured
approach to presenting results, from initial data organization to final discussion, ensures a higher



quality of academic output and greater impact for the research. Utilizing tools and resources
available for academic writing can further enhance the process.

Ensuring Clarity and Precision in Language

A critical aspect of discussing results in linguistics is maintaining clarity and precision in language.
This means using terminology accurately and consistently, avoiding jargon where simpler terms
suffice, and ensuring that every statement is unambiguous. For instance, when describing phonetic
phenomena, using precise terms for articulatory features and acoustic properties is vital. Similarly,
when discussing grammatical structures, using established linguistic terminology correctly prevents
misinterpretation.

Chicago style encourages straightforward prose that prioritizes the reader's comprehension. This
often means breaking down complex ideas into smaller, digestible parts and using transition words
and phrases to create a smooth flow between sentences and paragraphs. It also involves being
precise about the scope of claims; researchers should avoid overgeneralizing their findings unless
the data robustly supports such conclusions. A well-reasoned argument, grounded in evidence and
articulated clearly, is the hallmark of effective scholarly communication.

Proofreading and Adherence to Style Guides

Thorough proofreading is indispensable when discussing linguistic results. This includes checking
for errors in grammar, spelling, punctuation, and, crucially, the accurate rendering of linguistic
examples and phonetic transcriptions. Beyond basic proofreading, it is essential to ensure strict
adherence to the chosen style guide, whether it is Chicago style or another. This means double-
checking all citations, formatting of tables and figures, and consistency in the use of terminology and
abbreviations.

Many researchers find it beneficial to use style-checking software or to have colleagues review their
work for adherence to the style guide. The Chicago Manual of Style itself is an extensive resource,
and consulting it frequently for specific questions, particularly regarding the presentation of
specialized linguistic content, is a wise practice. A commitment to accuracy and consistency in
adhering to stylistic conventions elevates the credibility and impact of the research.

FAQ section:

Q: How does Chicago style handle citations for linguistic data
presented in different languages?

A: Chicago style requires accurate citation of all sources, regardless of language. When presenting
linguistic data from another language, the original source of that data or description must be cited
according to the chosen Chicago system (notes-bibliography or author-date). If quoting directly or
providing examples, ensure they are transcribed correctly and that any accompanying glosses or
translations are also properly attributed if they are not original to the author.



Q: What is the best way to present phonetic transcriptions in a
Chicago-style results section?

A: When using phonetic transcriptions, Chicago style emphasizes consistency and clarity. If using
the International Phonetic Alphabet (IPA), ensure it is rendered accurately. It is advisable to include
a key to any specialized symbols or diacritics used, either in a footnote, an appendix, or within the
text if used sparingly. The transcription should be directly relevant to the point being made and
presented in a way that is easily readable, often within quotation marks or as a distinct example.

Q: Can I use statistical software output directly in my results
section when following Chicago style?

A: Chicago style generally advises against direct inclusion of raw statistical software output. Instead,
researchers should interpret and summarize the relevant findings from the output. Key statistics
such as means, standard deviations, test statistics (e.g., t-values, F-values), and p-values should be
reported clearly and concisely in the text or in well-formatted tables, as per Chicago's guidelines for
numerical data presentation.

Q: How should I differentiate between observed data and my
interpretation of that data in a Chicago-style results section?

A: Chicago style strongly advocates for a clear distinction between the presentation of data and its
interpretation. The results section should primarily focus on reporting the findings objectively.
Interpretation and discussion of what the data means should typically be reserved for a separate
"Discussion” section, though brief, data-grounded interpretations can be woven into the results if
they serve to clarify the data's significance. Explicitly stating "Our data show..." versus "We interpret
these findings to mean..." helps maintain this distinction.

Q: What are the key differences between Chicago style and
APA style for presenting linguistic results?

A: While both are widely used, Chicago style is often more flexible with citation systems (notes-
bibliography or author-date) and tends to be more permissive regarding descriptive prose in
humanities contexts. APA style, which is common in psychology and other social sciences, strictly
uses the author-date system and has very specific guidelines for formatting statistical reporting,
tables, and figures that are geared towards empirical sciences. For linguistics, the choice often
depends on the specific journal or publisher.

Q: When discussing comparative linguistic data, how does
Chicago style recommend handling multiple languages within
a single example?

A: When presenting comparative linguistic data or examples involving multiple languages, Chicago
style requires meticulous organization and clear labeling. Each language should be clearly
identified. Examples from different languages should be presented in parallel columns or in clearly



separated blocks, with appropriate glosses and translations provided for each. Citations should
accurately reflect the source of the data for each language.

Q: How does Chicago style address the use of bracketed
material for linguistic annotations or explanations within
quoted text?

A: Chicago style allows for the use of bracketed material "[like this]" for editorial comments,
clarifications, or omissions within quoted text. In linguistic contexts, brackets are often used for
glosses, phonetic clarifications, or to indicate unspoken elements. The key is consistency: if you use
brackets for a specific type of annotation, apply it uniformly throughout your manuscript, and ensure
the reader understands what the brackets signify, perhaps with an initial explanation.
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