CHICAGO STYLE FOR MIXED METHODS LINGUISTICS

NAVIGATING CHICAGO STYLE FOR Mixed MeTHoDS LINGUISTICS: A COMPREHENSIVE GUIDE

CHICAGO STYLE FOR MIXED METHODS LINGUISTICS PRESENTS A UNIQUE INTERSECTION OF RIGOROUS ACADEMIC CITATION
PRACTICES AND THE MULTIFACETED DEMANDS OF INTERDISCIPLINARY RESEARCH. THIS GUIDE AIMS TO DEMYSTIFY THE
APPLICATION OF THE CHICAGO MANUAL of STYLE (CMOS) WITHIN THE CONTEXT OF MIXED METHODS LINGUISTIC INQUIRY,
WHERE BOTH QUALITATIVE AND QUANTITATIVE DATA ANALYSIS CONVERGE. WE WILL EXPLORE HOW TO EFFECTIVELY
INTEGRATE NUMERICAL DATA, QUALITATIVE DESCRIPTIONS, AND THEORETICAL FRAMEWORKS WHILE ADHERING TO CHICAGO'S
ESTABLISHED GUIDELINES FOR FOOTNOTES, BIBLIOGRAPHIES, AND IN-TEXT CITATIONS. UNDERSTANDING THESE NUANCES IS
CRUCIAL FOR RESEARCHERS SEEKING TO PRESENT THEIR FINDINGS WITH CLARITY, CREDIBILITY, AND ADHERENCE TO ACADEMIC
STANDARDS. THIS ARTICLE WILL COVER ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS FROM BASIC CITATION PRINCIPLES TO SPECIFIC CONSIDERATIONS
FOR PRESENTING LINGUISTIC EVIDENCE, ENSURING YOUR WORK IS BOTH METHODOLOGICALLY SOUND AND IMPECCABLY PRESENTED.
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UNDERSTANDING MIXED METHODS IN LINGUISTICS

MIXED METHODS RESEARCH IN LINGUISTICS IS A DYNAMIC APPROACH THAT COMBINES QUALITATIVE AND QUANTITATIVE
RESEARCH METHODS TO GAIN A MORE COMPREHENSIVE UNDERSTANDING OF LANGUAGE PHENOMENA. THIS APPROACH
ACKNOWLEDGES THAT LANGUAGE IS COMPLEX AND CAN BE EXPLORED THROUGH VARIOUS LENSES, FROM STATISTICAL ANALYSIS
OF CORPORA TO IN-DEPTH INTERVIEWS AND ETHNOGRAPHIC OBSERVATIONS. BY INTEGRATING DIFFERENT TYPES OF DATA AND
ANALYTICAL TECHNIQUES, RESEARCHERS CAN OVERCOME THE LIMITATIONS OF SINGLETMETHOD STUDIES AND GENERATE RICHER,
MORE ROBUST FINDINGS. THIS INTERDISCIPLINARY NATURE NECESSITATES A CAREFUL APPROACH TO ACADEMIC WRITING,
PARTICULARLY CONCERNING CITATION AND PRESENTATION OF DIVERSE FORMS OF EVIDENCE.

THE INHERENT COMPLEXITY OF MIXED METHODS RESEARCH MEANS THAT LINGUISTIC SCHOLARS OFTEN GRAPPLE WITH PRESENTING
A WIDE ARRAY OF INFORMATION. THIS CAN INCLUDE NUMERICAL DATA DERIVED FROM FREQUENCY COUNTS, STATISTICAL
MODELS, OR EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS, ALONGSIDE NARRATIVE DESCRIPTIONS, TRANSCRIPTIONS OF SPOKEN DISCOURSE, AND
THEMATIC ANALYSES. THE CHALLENGE LIES IN WEAVING THESE DISPARATE ELEMENTS INTO A COHESIVE AND COHERENT
SCHOLARLY ARGUMENT THAT IS BOTH ANALYTICALLY RIGOROUS AND EASILY ACCESSIBLE TO READERS. ADHERENCE TO A
STANDARDIZED STYLE GUIDE LIKE CHICAGO IS PARAMOUNT FOR ENSURING CONSISTENCY AND FACILITATING CLEAR
COMMUNICATION ACROSS DIFFERENT SUBFIELDS OF LINGUISTICS AND RELATED DISCIPLINES.

Core CHICAGO STYLE COMPONENTS FOR LINGUISTIC RESEARCH

THe CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE, IN ITS TWO PRIMARY SYSTEMS (NOTES AND BIBLIOGRAPHY, AND AUTHOR-DATE), OFFERS A
ROBUST FRAMEWORK FOR ACADEMIC WRITING. FOR MANY DISCIPLINES WITHIN LINGUISTICS, ESPECIALLY THOSE ENGAGING IN
HISTORICAL, THEORETICAL, OR DISCOURSE-BASED RESEARCH, THE NOTES AND BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM IS OFTEN PREFERRED. THIS
SYSTEM UTILIZES FOOTNOTES OR ENDNOTES FOR CITATIONS, ALLOWING FOR EXTENSIVE COMMENTARY AND DETAILED REFERENCES
WITHOUT DISRUPTING THE FLOW OF THE MAIN TEXT. THE ACCOMPANYING BIBLIOGRAPHY THEN PROVIDES A CONSOLIDATED LIST
OF ALL SOURCES CONSULTED.



W/HEN APPLYING CHICAGO STYLE TO MIXED METHODS LINGUISTICS, RESEARCHERS MUST REMAIN VIGILANT ABOUT THE SPECIFIC
REQUIREMENTS FOR EACH COMPONENT. THIS INCLUDES ACCURATELY IDENTIFYING THE TYPE OF SOURCE MATERIAL (BOOK,
JOURNAL ARTICLE, WEBSITE, ARCHIVAL DOCUMENT, INTERVIEW RECORDING, CORPUS DATA) AND FORMATTING IT ACCORDING TO
CMOS GUIDELINES. THE NUANCES OF CITING DIGITAL RESOURCES, MULTIMEDIA, AND UNPUBLISHED MATERIALS BECOME
PARTICULARLY IMPORTANT IN MIXED METHODS WORK, WHERE DIVERSE DATA FORMATS ARE COMMON.

FooTNoTES AND ENDNOTES IN MiXeED METHODS LINGUISTICS

FOOTNOTES AND ENDNOTES SERVE A DUAL PURPOSE IN CHICAGO STYLE: TO ACKNOWLEDGE THE SOURCES OF INFORMATION AND
TO PROVIDE SPACE FOR SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL. IN MIXED METHODS LINGUISTICS, THIS CAN BE INVALUABLE. For INSTANCE, A
FOOTNOTE MIGHT DIRECT READERS TO A SPECIFIC SEGMENT OF A TRANSCRIBED INTERVIEW THAT SUPPORTS A QUANTITATIVE
CLAIM MADE IN THE MAIN TEXT, OR IT COULD OFFER A BRIEF CLARIFICATION OF A COMPLEX STATISTICAL TERM WITHOUT
INTERRUPTING THE MAIN ANALYTICAL THREAD. THE CLARITY AND PRECISION OF THESE NOTES ARE ESSENTIAL FOR BUILDING
TRUST AND ALLOWING READERS TO VERIFY THE EVIDENCE PRESENTED.

W/HEN CITING LINGUISTIC DATA WITHIN NOTES, RESEARCHERS SHOULD BE AS SPECIFIC AS POSSIBLE. THIS MIGHT INVOLVE
PROVIDING PRECISE TIMESTAMPS FOR AUDIO OR VIDEO RECORDINGS, FILE NAMES FOR CORPUS DATA, OR PAGE AND LINE NUMBERS
FOR TEXTUAL SOURCES. FOR EXAMPLE, A NOTE MIGHT READ: “FOR FURTHER ANALYSIS OF THIS PHONETIC VARIATION, SEE THE
TRANSCRIPTION OF INTERVIEWEE A, RECORDED ON OCTOBER 26, 2023, SEGMENT 0:45-1:12, AVAILABLE IN THE
ACCOMPANYING DIGITAL ARCHIVE.” THIS LEVEL OF DETAIL ENSURES THAT READERS CAN LOCATE AND EXAMINE THE ORIGINAL
DATA, A CRITICAL ASPECT OF TRANSPARENT MIXED METHODS RESEARCH.

BiBLIOGRAPHY CONSTRUCTION FOR MULTIMODAL DATA

THE BIBLIOGRAPHY , WHETHER PLACED AT THE END OF THE PAPER OR SECTION, IS A CORNERSTONE OF ACADEMIC INTEGRITY. For
MIXED METHODS LINGUISTS, THIS SECTION MUST ACCOMMODATE A WIDE RANGE OF SOURCE TYPES. BEYOND TRADITIONAL BOOKS
AND ARTICLES, BIBLIOGRAPHIES MAY NEED TO INCLUDE ENTRIES FOR DATABASES, SOFT\WARE USED FOR ANALYSIS, ARCHIVAL
COLLECTIONS, DATASETS, AND EVEN SPECIFIC INTERVIEW PARTICIPANTS OR FOCUS GROUPS, DEPENDING ON ETHICAL
CONSIDERATIONS AND INSTITUTIONAL GUIDELINES. EACH ENTRY MUST BE METICULOUSLY FORMATTED TO PROVIDE SUFFICIENT
INFORMATION FOR READERS TO LOCATE THE CITED MATERIAL.

ORGANIZING A BIBLIOGRAPHY THAT INCLUDES DIVERSE FORMATS CAN BE MANAGED BY ADHERING TO CHICAGO’S GENERAL
PRINCIPLES OF ALPHABETIZATION AND CLEAR LABELING. FOR INSTANCE, ONE MIGHT GROUP DIFFERENT TYPES OF SOURCES (E.G.,
PRIMARY DATA, SECONDARY SOURCES) OR SIMPLY LIST ALL SOURCES ALPHABETICALLY, USING CONSISTENT FORMATTING FOR
EACH TYPE. THE KEY IS CONSISTENCY AND CLARITY. FOR UNPUBLISHED OR ARCHIVAL MATERIALS, DETAILED DESCRIPTIONS OF
THEIR ORIGIN AND ACCESSIBILITY ARE CRUCIAL. DIGITAL RESOURCES SHOULD INCLUDE URLS AND ACCESS DATES WHERE
APPLICABLE.

IN-TexT CITATIONS FOR LINGUISTIC DATA

CHICAGO STYLE'S IN-TEXT CITATION SYSTEM, PARTICULARLY IN THE NOTES AND BIBLIOGRAPHY FORMAT, TYPICALLY RELIES ON
BRIEF NOTES OR PARENTHETICAL REFERENCES THAT CORRESPOND TO THE FULL ENTRIES IN THE NOTES OR BIBLIOGRAPHY. W/ HEN
INCORPORATING LINGUISTIC DATA DIRECTLY INTO THE TEXT, THESE CITATIONS BECOME CRITICAL. For INSTANCE, WHEN
QUOTING A SHORT UTTERANCE OR PRESENTING A PHONETIC TRANSCRIPTION, A BRIEF NOTE NUMBER OR PARENTHETICAL REFERENCE
LINKING TO THE SOURCE IS NECESSARY. THE GOAL IS TO ATTRIBUTE EVERY PIECE OF INFORMATION OR DATA TO ITS ORIGIN.

FOR QUANTITATIVE FINDINGS, IN-TEXT CITATIONS WILL TYPICALLY FOLLOW THE SOURCE OF THE DATA OR THE CONCLUSION
DRAWN FROM IT. THIS COULD BE A STATISTICAL RESULT DERIVED FROM A CORPUS ANALYSIS OR AN EXPERIMENTAL OUTCOME.
FOR EXAMPLE, “ THE MEAN DURATION OF THE VOWEL IN THIS CONTEXT WAS 150 Ms (SMiTH 2022, 145).” THE LEVEL OF

DETAIL IN THE PARENTHETICAL CITATION WILL DEPEND ON WHETHER YOU ARE USING THE AUTHOR-DATE SYSTEM OR REFERRING



TO NOTE NUMBERS IN THE NOTES AND BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM. IN MIXED METHODS, IT'S IMPORTANT THAT THESE IN-TEXT
REFERENCES SEAMLESSLY GUIDE THE READER TO THE CORRESPONDING DETAILED INFORMATION IN YOUR NOTES AND BIBLIOGRAPHY.

PRESENTING QUANTITATIVE LINGUISTIC DATA IN CHICAGO STYLE

PRESENTING QUANTITATIVE LINGUISTIC DATA WITHIN A CHICAGO-STYLE FRAMEWORK REQUIRES CAREFUL ATTENTION TO
CLARITY AND ACCURACY. THIS INVOLVES NOT ONLY CITING THE SOURCE OF THE DATA BUT ALSO ENSURING THAT TABLES,
GRAPHS, AND STATISTICAL SUMMARIES ARE CLEARLY LABELED AND INTEGRATED INTO THE NARRATIVE. CHICAGO STYLE PROVIDES
GUIDELINES FOR THE PRESENTATION OF TABLES AND FIGURES, EMPHASIZING LEGIBILITY AND INFORMATIVE CAPTIONS. EACH TABLE
OR FIGURE SHOULD HAVE A NUMBER AND A DESCRIPTIVE TITLE, FOLLOWED BY A NOTE IF NECESSARY TO EXPLAIN ABBREVIATIONS
OR PROVIDE ADDITIONAL CONTEXT.

W/HEN STATISTICAL FINDINGS ARE DISCUSSED, IT IS ESSENTIAL TO CITE THE SOURCE OF THE STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OR THE
DATASET FROM WHICH THE STATISTICS WERE DERIVED. THIS MIGHT INVOLVE CITING THE SOFTWARE USED FOR ANALYSIS, THE
CORPUS IT WAS APPLIED TO, OR THE RESEARCH PAPER THAT REPORTED THE FINDINGS. For EXAMPLE, A SENTENCE REPORTING A P~
VALUE MIGHT BE FOLLOWED BY A PARENTHETICAL CITATION OR A NOTE THAT INCLUDES THE SOURCE OF THE ANALYSIS.
ENSURING THAT ALL QUANTITATIVE CLAIMS ARE TRACEABLE TO THEIR ORIGIN IS FUNDAMENTAL TO GOOD SCHOLARSHIP.

T ABLES AND FIGURES FOR QUANTITATIVE DATA

T ABLES AND FIGURES ARE INDISPENSABLE TOOLS FOR VISUALIZING QUANTITATIVE LINGUISTIC DATA. CHICAGO STYLE
RECOMMENDS THAT TABLES AND FIGURES BE PLACED AS CLOSE AS POSSIBLE TO THEIR FIRST MENTION IN THE TEXT. EACH MUST
BE NUMBERED SEQUENTIALLY (E.G., TABLE -|, FIGURE -|) AND BE ACCOMPANIED BY A CLEAR, CONCISE TITLE. CAPTIONS SHOULD
BE INFORMATIVE, PROVIDING ENOUGH CONTEXT FOR THE READER TO UNDERSTAND THE DATA PRESENTED WITHOUT HAVING TO
REFER BACK TO THE MAIN TEXT EXCESSIVELY.

NOTES BELOW TABLES AND FIGURES CAN BE USED TO CLARIFY ANY SYMBOLS, ABBREVIATIONS, OR STATISTICAL MEASURES

EMPLOYED. FOR EXAMPLE, A NOTE MIGHT EXPLAIN THAT “SD" REFERS TO STANDARD DEVIATION OR SPECIFY THE CONFIDENCE
INTERVAL USED. W/HEN CITING DATA PRESENTED IN TABLES OR FIGURES, THE IN-TEXT CITATION OR NOTE REFERENCE SHOULD

POINT TO THE SOURCE OF THE DATA ITSELF, NOT JUST THE PRESENTATION OF THE DATA.

STATISTICAL REPORTING STANDARDS

REPORTING STATISTICAL FINDINGS IN LINGUISTICS REQUIRES ADHERING TO ESTABLISHED SCHOLARLY CONVENTIONS. CHICAGO
STYLE, WHILE NOT DICTATING SPECIFIC STATISTICAL REPORTING FORMATS, SUPPORTS CLEAR AND TRANSPARENT PRESENTATION.
THIS MEANS REPORTING RELEVANT STATISTICS SUCH AS MEANS, STANDARD DEVIATIONS, SAMPLE SIZES, AND MEASURES OF
EFFECT SIZE. WHEN CITING STATISTICAL RESULTS, IT IS CRUCIAL TO REFERENCE THE ORIGINAL SOURCE OF THE ANALYSIS OR THE
DATASET.

FOR INSTANCE, IF REPORTING THE RESULTS OF A T-TEST, A RESEARCHER MIGHT INCLUDE THE T-VALUE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM, AND
THE P-VALUE. THE CITATION WOULD THEN FOLLOW, INDICATING WHERE THIS RESULT WAS OBTAINED. FOR EXAMPLE, “ THE
DIFFERENCE IN REACTION TIMES BETWEEN THE TWO GROUPS WAS STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT, T(88) = 3.45,p < .00
(JoHnson 2021, 78).” THIS LEVEL OF DETAIL ENSURES THAT READERS CAN ASSESS THE VALIDITY OF THE FINDINGS AND, IF
NECESSARY, LOCATE THE ORIGINAL ANALYSIS.

INTEGRATING QUALITATIVE LINGUISTIC DATA WITH CHICAGO STYLE



QUALITATIVE DATA IN LINGUISTICS CAN ENCOMPASS A VAST RANGE OF MATERIALS, INCLUDING INTERVIEW TRANSCRIPTS, FIELD
NOTES, DISCOURSE ANALYSES, AND ETHNOGRAPHIC OBSERVATIONS. INTEGRATING THESE INTO A CHICAGO-STYLE DOCUMENT
REQUIRES CAREFUL ATTENTION TO HOW THEY ARE PRESENTED AND CITED. DIRECT QUOTATIONS SHOULD BE CLEARLY
DEMARCATED, USUALLY WITH QUOTATION MARKS. LONGER QUOTATIONS (BLOCK QUOTES) SHOULD BE SET APART FROM THE
MAIN TEXT, TYPICALLY WITH INDENTATION, FOLLOWING CHICAGO’S GUIDELINES FOR SUCH FORMATTING.

EACH PIECE OF QUALITATIVE DATA, WHETHER A QUOTATION OR A PARAPHRASED DESCRIPTION OF AN OBSERVATION, MUST BE
ATTRIBUTED TO ITS SOURCE. THIS ATTRIBUTION IS TYPICALLY HANDLED THROUGH FOOTNOTES OR ENDNOTES IN THE NOTES AND
BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM, OR PARENTHETICALLY IN THE AUTHOR-DATE SYSTEM. PROVIDING CONTEXT FOR THE DATA, SUCH AS
THE SPEAKER, THE SETTING, AND THE DATE OF COLLECTION, IS OFTEN AS IMPORTANT AS THE CITATION ITSELF, ESPECIALLY IN
ETHNOGRAPHIC OR DISCOURSE-ANALYTIC WORK.

PRESENTING TRANSCRIPTS AND UTTERANCES

\W/HEN PRESENTING TRANSCRIBED SPEECH, CLARITY AND ACCURACY ARE PARAMOUNT. CHICAGO STYLE DOESN'T PRESCRIBE A
SINGLE UNIVERSAL SYSTEM FOR LINGUISTIC TRANSCRIPTION, AS MANY TRANSCRIPTION CONVENTIONS EXIST WITHIN LINGUISTICS
(e.G., IPA, JEFFERSONIAN). HOWEVER, IT DOES EMPHASIZE CONSISTENCY AND CLEAR EXPLANATION. IF A SPECIFIC TRANSCRIPTION
SYSTEM IS USED, IT SHOULD BE EXPLAINED IN A NOTE OR APPENDIX, AND ALL TRANSCRIPTIONS WITHIN THE DOCUMENT SHOULD
FOLLOW THAT SYSTEM RIGOROUSLY.

DIRECT QUOTATIONS FROM TRANSCRIPTS SHOULD BE INTEGRATED SMOOTHLY INTO THE TEXT. FOR SHORT QUOTATIONS,
STANDARD QUOTATION MARKS ARE USED. LONGER QUOTATIONS SHOULD BE FORMATTED AS BLOCK QUOTES. EACH QUOTATION
MUST BE FOLLOWED BY A CITATION, TYPICALLY A NOTE NUMBER, WHICH DIRECTS THE READER TO THE SOURCE. THE SOURCE
INFORMATION SHOULD INCLUDE THE PARTICIPANT'S IDENTIFIER, THE CONTEXT OF THE UTTERANCE (E.G., INTERVIEW,
CONVERSATION), AND POTENTIALLY A TIMESTAMP OR LINE NUMBER IF APPLICABLE TO THE TRANSCRIPTION SYSTEM.

FieLo NoTes AND OBSERVATIONAL DATA

FIELD NOTES AND OBSERVATIONAL DATA OFFER RICH QUALITATIVE INSIGHTS INTO LANGUAGE USE IN NATURAL SETTINGS. W/HEN
CITING SUCH DATA, CHICAGO STYLE REQUIRES CLEAR ATTRIBUTION. THIS TYPICALLY INVOLVES REFERENCING THE DATE OF THE
OBSERVATION, THE LOCATION, AND THE SPECIFIC DETAILS OBSERVED. IF FIELD NOTES ARE KEPT IN A FORMAL ARCHIVE, THEY
SHOULD BE CITED AS SUCH, INCLUDING THE ARCHIVE’S NAME AND ANY RELEVANT COLLECTION OR ITEM NUMBERS.

\W/HEN WEAVING OBSERVATIONS INTO THE NARRATIVE, RESEARCHERS SHOULD ENSURE THEY ARE PRESENTED OBJECTIVELY AND
SUPPORTED BY THE FIELD NOTES. THE CITATION FOR AN OBSERVATION MIGHT LOOK SOMETHING LIKE: “DURING THE INFORMAL
GATHERING, PARTICIPANTS FREQUENTLY EMPLOYED HEDGING STRATEGIES WHEN DISCUSSING THE NEW PoLICY (FIELD NOTES,
OcToBer 26, 2023).” THIS PROVIDES READERS WITH ENOUGH INFORMATION TO UNDERSTAND THE ORIGIN OF THE
OBSERVATION AND ITS CONTEXT.

ETHICAL CoNSIDERATIONS AND CHICAGO STYLE

ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS, PARTICULARLY REGARDING PARTICIPANT ANONYMITY AND DATA PRIVACY, ARE OF UTMOST
IMPORTANCE IN LINGUISTIC RESEARCH. CHICAGO STYLE, WHILE FOCUSED ON CITATION MECHANICS, SUPPORTS ETHICAL RESEARCH
PRACTICES BY REQUIRING CLEAR ATTRIBUTION. RESEARCHERS MUST DECIDE HOW TO PRESENT THEIR DATA IN A WAY THAT
PROTECTS PARTICIPANTS WHILE STILL ALLOWING FOR RIGOROUS SCHOLARLY EXAMINATION. THIS OFTEN INVOLVES
ANONYMIZING PARTICIPANT NAMES, LOCATIONS, OR OTHER IDENTIFYING DETAILS.

\W/HEN ANONYMIZING DATA, RESEARCHERS MUST MAINTAIN INTERNAL CONSISTENCY IN HOW PSEUDONYMS OR IDENTIFIERS ARE USED
AND CITED. FOR EXAMPLE, IF PARTICIPANT “JANE DOE” IS REFERRED TO AS “PARTICIPANT A” THROUGHOUT THE TEXT, ALL
CITATIONS WILL REFER TO “PARTICIPANT A.” THE EXPLANATION OF THIS ANONYMIZATION STRATEGY SHOULD BE CLEARLY



STATED, PERHAPS IN AN INTRODUCTORY NOTE OR METHODOLOGY SECTION. CHICAGO STYLE’S EMPHASIS ON PROVIDING
SUFFICIENT SOURCE INFORMATION ENCOURAGES RESEARCHERS TO BE AS TRANSPARENT AS POSSIBLE WITHIN THESE ETHICAL
BOUNDARIES.

PARTICIPANT ANONYMITY AND PSEUDONYMS

PROTECTING THE IDENTITY OF RESEARCH PARTICIPANTS IS A CORE ETHICAL PRINCIPLE. IN MIXED METHODS LINGUISTICS, WHERE
PARTICIPANTS MIGHT BE QUOTED EXTENSIVELY, THE USE OF PSEUDONYMS IS COMMON. CHICAGO STYLE ACCOMMODATES THIS
BY ALLOWING FOR THE CONSISTENT USE OF PSEUDONYMS, WHICH ARE THEN CITED IN THE SAME WAY AS REAL NAMES WOULD BE.
[T IS CRUCIAL TO CLEARLY EXPLAIN THE USE OF PSEUDONYMS AT THE OUTSET OF THE \WORK, OFTEN IN A PREFACE,
INTRODUCTION, OR A DEDICATED METHODOLOGICAL SECTION.

\W/HEN CITING DATA FROM A PARTICIPANT USING A PSEUDONYM, THE CITATION SHOULD REFER TO THAT PSEUDONYM. FOR
EXAMPLE, A QUOTATION MIGHT BE FOLLOWED BY A NOTE: “QUOTATION FROM ‘ANNA" (PARTICIPANT A), INTERVIEW,
OcToBER 26, 2023." THIS ENSURES THAT THE READER UNDERSTANDS THE SOURCE OF THE DATA WHILE RESPECTING THE
PARTICIPANT’S PRIVACY. THE DECISION TO USE PSEUDONYMS SHOULD BE MADE IN CONSULTATION WITH PARTICIPANTS AND
ADHERE TO INSTITUTIONAL REVIEW BOARD (IRB) GUIDELINES.

DATA CONFIDENTIALITY AND ARCHIVING

THE CONFIDENTIALITY OF COLLECTED DATA, ESPECIALLY SENSITIVE LINGUISTIC INFORMATION, MUST BE MAINTAINED. W/ HEN
DATA IS ARCHIVED, WHETHER FOR PERSONAL USE OR FOR DEPOSIT IN A REPOSITORY, CLEAR GUIDELINES ON ACCESS AND
PRIVACY MUST BE FOLLOWED. CHICAGO STYLE ENCOURAGES TRANSPARENCY ABOUT DATA SOURCES, BUT THIS MUST BE
BALANCED WITH THE COMMITMENT TO CONFIDENTIALITY. [F DATA IS ARCHIVED WITH RESTRICTED ACCESS, THIS SHOULD BE
NOTED IN THE CITATION.

FOR PUBLICLY ACCESSIBLE DATASETS OR ARCHIVES, THE CITATION SHOULD PROVIDE ENOUGH INFORMATION FOR OTHERS TO
LOCATE AND ACCESS THE DATA. THIS MIGHT INCLUDE THE NAME OF THE ARCHIVE, COLLECTION NUMBER, AND ANY RELEVANT
ONLINE ACCESS INFORMATION. W/HEN DATA IS HELD CONFIDENTIALLY, THE CITATION WILL STILL POINT TO THE RESEARCHER'S
COLLECTION OR PERSONAL RECORDS, BUT WITH A CLEAR INDICATION THAT THE DATA IS NOT PUBLICLY AVAILABLE DUE TO
ETHICAL AGREEMENTS.

CoMMON PITFALLS AND BEST PRACTICES

NAVIGATING CHICAGO STYLE FOR MIXED METHODS LINGUISTICS CAN PRESENT CHALLENGES, AND IT IS HELPFUL TO BE AW ARE OF
COMMON PITFALLS. ONE FREQUENT ISSUE IS INCONSISTENCY IN CITATION FORMAT, PARTICULARLY WHEN DEALING WITH DIVERSE
SOURCE TYPES. ANOTHER CHALLENGE IS OVER-RELIANCE ON SIMPLE IN-TEXT PARENTHETICAL CITATIONS FOR COMPLEX
QUALITATIVE DATA, WHICH CAN OBSCURE THE RICHNESS AND CONTEXT OF THE ORIGINAL MATERIAL. ENSURING THAT EVERY
PIECE OF DATA, FROM STATISTICAL FIGURES TO VERBATIM UTTERANCES, IS PROPERLY ATTRIBUTED IS PARAMOUNT.

BEST PRACTICES INVOLVE METICULOUS RECORD-KEEPING THROUGHOUT THE RESEARCH PROCESS, MAINTAINING A DETAILED LOG
OF ALL SOURCES AND DATA COLLECTED. FAMILIARIZING ONESELF THOROUGHLY WITH THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE, AND
CONSULTING ITS SPECIFIC SECTIONS ON CITING ELECTRONIC RESOURCES, UNPUBLISHED MATERIALS, AND MULTIMEDIA, IS
ESSENTIAL. \WHEN IN DOUBT, CONSULTING WITH A UNIVERSITY LIBRARIAN OR A SEASONED ACADEMIC EDITOR CAN PROVIDE
INVALUABLE GUIDANCE.



INCONSISTENT CITATION FORMATTING

ONE OF THE MOST COMMON ERRORS IN ACADEMIC WRITING, ESPECIALLY IN INTERDISCIPLINARY FIELDS LIKE MIXED METHODS
LINGUISTICS, IS INCONSISTENT CITATION FORMATTING. THIS CAN MANIFEST IN VARIATIONS IN PUNCTUATION, CAPITALIZATION,
OR THE ORDER OF ELEMENTS WITHIN A CITATION. FOR EXAMPLE, CONSISTENTLY USING PERIODS BETWEEN DIFFERENT PARTS OF A
BIBLIOGRAPHY ENTRY AND THEN DEVIATING FOR A SPECIFIC SOURCE CAN LEAD TO CONFUSION.

To Avolb THIS, IT IS CRUCIAL TO ESTABLISH A CLEAR CITATION TEMPLATE FOR EACH TYPE OF SOURCE ENCOUNTERED AND
ADHERE TO IT STRICTLY. REGULAR REVIEW OF THE BIBLIOGRAPHY AND NOTES FOR ANY INCONSISTENCIES IS RECOMMENDED. USING
CITATION MANAGEMENT SOFTWARE CAN GREATLY ASSIST IN MAINTAINING UNIFORMITY, THOUGH MANUAL CHECKS ARE STILL
NECESSARY TO ENSURE IT'S CONFIGURED CORRECTLY FOR CHICAGO STYLE.

UNDER-ATTRIBUTION OF DATA

A SIGNIFICANT PITFALL IS UNDER-ATTRIBUTING QUALITATIVE OR QUANTITATIVE DATA, LEADING TO POTENTIAL ACCUSATIONS
OF PLAGIARISM AND UNDERMINING THE CREDIBILITY OF THE RESEARCH. N MIXED METHODS, WHERE DATA CAN BE PRESENTED IN
VARIED FORMS (TABLES, DIRECT QUOTES, PARAPHRASED ANALYSES), IT IS EASY TO OVERLOOK THE NEED FOR A CITATION.
EVErRY STATISTIC, EVERY QUOTATION, AND EVERY PARAPHRASED IDEA DERIVED FROM ANOTHER SOURCE MUST BE PROPERLY
CREDITED.

BEST PRACTICE IS TO ERR ON THE SIDE OF OVER-CITATION. IF THERE IS ANY DOUBT ABOUT WHETHER A PIECE OF INFORMATION
NEEDS A CITATION, IT IS BEST TO PROVIDE ONE. DEVELOPING A HABIT OF CITING SOURCES AS DATA IS COLLECTED AND
INTEGRATED INTO THE WRITING PROCESS CAN PREVENT THIS ISSUE. CLEAR, DETAILED NOTES AT EVERY STAGE OF RESEARCH ARE
INVALUABLE.

BALANCING DETAIL AND READABILITY

MIXED METHODS RESEARCH OFTEN GENERATES A LARGE AMOUNT OF COMPLEX DATA, AND PRESENTING THIS IN A WAY THAT IS
BOTH DETAILED AND READABLE CAN BE A SIGNIFICANT CHALLENGE. OVERLY DENSE NOTES OR TABLES, OR A NARRATIVE THAT IS
CONSTANTLY INTERRUPTED BY CITATIONS, CAN DETRACT FROM THE READER’S EXPERIENCE. CHICAGO STYLE'S FLEXIBILITY,
PARTICULARLY IN THE NOTES AND BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM, ALLOWS FOR THE PLACEMENT OF EXTENSIVE COMMENTARY IN NOTES,
WHICH CAN HELP MAINTAIN THE READABILITY OF THE MAIN TEXT.

STRATEGIC USE OF APPENDICES FOR LENGTHY TRANSCRIPTIONS OR COMPLEX STATISTICAL OUTPUTS, CLEAR AND CONCISE
TABLE AND FIGURE CAPTIONS, AND JUDICIOUS USE OF BLOCK QUOTES CAN ALL CONTRIBUTE TO IMPROVED READABILITY. THE
GOAL IS TO PRESENT THE NECESSARY DETAIL FOR SCHOLARLY RIGOR WITHOUT OVERWHELMING THE READER. THIS REQUIRES
CAREFUL EDITORIAL JUDGMENT AND A CLEAR UNDERSTANDING OF THE INTENDED AUDIENCE.

BY EMBRACING THE PRINCIPLES OF CHICAGO STYLE WITH A FOCUSED UNDERSTANDING OF ITS APPLICATION TO THE UNIQUE
DEMANDS OF MIXED METHODS LINGUISTIC RESEARCH, SCHOLARS CAN PRODUCE WORK THAT IS NOT ONLY METHODOLOGICALLY
ROBUST BUT ALSO IMPECCABLY PRESENTED AND ETHICALLY SOUND, CONTRIBUTING MEANINGFULLY TO THE FIELD.

Q: WHAT IS THE PRIMARY DIFFERENCE BETWEEN CHICAGO STYLE'S NOTES AND
BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM AND ITS AUTHOR-DATE SYSTEM FOR MIXED METHODS
LINGUISTICS?

A: THE PRIMARY DIFFERENCE LIES IN HOW CITATIONS ARE PRESENTED WITHIN THE TEXT. THE NOTES AND BIBLIOGRAPHY SYSTEM
USES NUMBERED FOOTNOTES OR ENDNOTES FOR CITATIONS AND A COMPREHENSIVE BIBLIOGRAPHY AT THE END. THIS ALLOWS FOR



MORE EXTENSIVE COMMENTARY IN THE NOTES. THE AUTHOR-DATE SYSTEM USES PARENTHETICAL IN-TEXT CITATIONS (AUTHOR
YEAR, PAGE NUMBER) AND A CORRESPONDING REFERENCE LIST. FOR MIXED METHODS LINGUISTICS, THE NOTES AND BIBLIOGRAPHY
SYSTEM IS OFTEN PREFERRED FOR ITS FLEXIBILITY IN ACCOMMODATING DETAILED EXPLANATIONS OF LINGUISTIC DATA AND
METHODOLOGIES WITHIN THE NOTES.

Q: How SHOULD | CITE A LINGUISTIC CORPUS USING CHICAGO STYLE IN A MIXED
METHODS STUDY?

A: CITING A CORPUS IN CHICAGO STYLE TYPICALLY INVOLVES PROVIDING THE NAME OF THE CORPUS, ITS COMPILER OR EDITOR
(IF APPLICABLE), THE VERSION OR DATE OF ACCESS, AND THE PUBLISHER OR SOURCE WHERE IT IS AVAILABLE. FOR EXAMPLE, A
BIBLIOGRAPHY ENTRY MIGHT LOOK LIKE: BRITISH NATIONAL CorPus. 201 1. “BNC Corrus ReLEASE 1.” OXFORD TEXT
ARCHIVE. Accessep OcToBer 27, 2023. HTTPS:/ /| WWW.NATCORP.OX.AC.UK/. IF YOU ARE CITING SPECIFIC DATA DERIVED
FROM THE CORPUS, YOU WILL ALSO NEED TO REFER TO THE SPECIFIC SEARCH QUERY OR SUBSET OF DATA USED IN YOUR NOTES
OR BIBLIOGRAPHY ENTRY.

QI IS THERE A SPECIFIC TRANSCRIPTION SYSTEM RECOMMENDED BY CHICAGO STYLE FOR
PRESENTING LINGUISTIC DATA?

A: THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE DOES NOT PRESCRIBE A SINGLE, UNIVERSAL LINGUISTIC TRANSCRIPTION SYSTEM. |NSTEAD,
IT EMPHASIZES CONSISTENCY AND CLARITY. RESEARCHERS ARE EXPECTED TO USE A RECOGNIZED TRANSCRIPTION SYSTEM (E.G.,
INTERNATIONAL PHONETIC ALPHABET - |PA,JEFFERSONIAN TRANSCRIPTION FOR CONVERSATIONAL ANALYSIS) AND TO EXPLAIN
ITS CONVENTIONS CLEARLY TO THE READER, USUALLY IN A NOTE, APPENDIX, OR THE METHODOLOGY SECTION OF THE PAPER.
ALL TRANSCRIPTIONS WITHIN THE WORK MUST ADHERE TO THE CHOSEN SYSTEM.

QI How Do | CITE AN INTERVIEW CONDUCTED AS PART OF MY MIXED METHODS
LINGUISTIC RESEARCH IN CHICAGO STYLE?

A: FOR AN INTERVIEW, CHICAGO STYLE GENERALLY REQUIRES THE INTERVIEWEE'S NAME (OR PSEUDONYM), THE TITLE OF THE
INTERVIEW (IF ANY), THE DATE IT WAS CONDUCTED, AND THE CONTEXT (E.G., “PERSONAL INTERVIEW,” “RECORDED

INTERVIEW"). IN THE BIBLIOGRAPHY, THIS MIGHT APPEAR AS: “JOHN SMITH, PERSONAL INTERVIEW BY AUTHOR, OCTOBER 206,
2023." IN THE NOTES, IT WOULD BE A NUMBERED REFERENCE CORRESPONDING TO THIS ENTRY. |F THE INTERVIEW IS RECORDED

AND ACCESSIBLE, ADDITIONAL DETAILS LIKE FILE NAME OR URL MIGHT BE INCLUDED.

Q: CAN | USE BLOCK QUOTES FOR LONG LINGUISTIC UTTERANCES OR TRANSCRIBED
DIALOGUE IN CHICAGO STYLE?

A: YES, CHICAGO STYLE ALLOWS FOR THE USE OF BLOCK QUOTES FOR LONGER PASSAGES OF TEXT OR DIALOGUE. A BLOCK
QUOTE IS TYPICALLY SET OFF FROM THE MAIN TEXT BY INDENTATION, WITHOUT QUOTATION MARKS. THE EXACT FORMATTING
GUIDELINES (E.G., INDENTATION DEPTH, SPACING) CAN BE FOUND IN THE CHICAGO MANUAL OF STYLE. THIS IS PARTICULARLY
USEFUL FOR PRESENTING EXTENDED SEGMENTS OF TRANSCRIBED SPEECH OR DISCOURSE IN MIXED METHODS LINGUISTIC RESEARCH.

QI \WHAT ARE THE ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS FOR CITING PARTICIPANTS IN MIXED
METHODS LINGUISTICS WHEN USING CHICAGO STYLE?

A: THE PRIMARY ETHICAL CONSIDERATION IS PARTICIPANT ANONYMITY AND DATA PRIVACY. WHEN USING CHICAGO STYLE, IF
PARTICIPANTS HAVE BEEN ANONYMIZED WITH PSEUDONYMS, THESE PSEUDONYMS SHOULD BE USED CONSISTENTLY IN ALL
CITATIONS AND REFERENCES. |T IS CRUCIAL TO CLEARLY STATE IN THE INTRODUCTION OR METHODOLOGY SECTION THAT
PSEUDONYMS ARE BEING USED AND TO EXPLAIN THE SYSTEM OF ANONYMIZATION. THE GOAL IS TO PROTECT PARTICIPANT
IDENTITY WHILE STILL ALLOWING FOR THE VERIFICATION AND SCHOLARLY SCRUTINY OF THE DATA.



Q: How SHOULD | PRESENT STATISTICAL RESULTS DERIVED FROM LINGUISTIC ANALYSIS
IN CHICAGO STYLE?

A: STATISTICAL RESULTS SHOULD BE PRESENTED CLEARLY WITHIN THE TEXT, USUALLY FOLLOWED BY AN IN-TEXT CITATION OR
A NOTE NUMBER. THE CITATION SHOULD REFER TO THE SOURCE OF THE STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OR THE DATASET FROM WHICH
THE STATISTICS WERE DERIVED. FOR EXAMPLE, “THE AVERAGE WORD FREQUENCY FOR THE TARGET LEMMA WAS 1.2
OCCURRENCES PER MILLION WORDS (CORPUS DATA FROM LANCASTER CORPUS OF...).”. T ABLES AND FIGURES DISPLAYING
STATISTICAL DATA SHOULD BE CLEARLY LABELED AND CAPTIONED ACCORDING TO CHICAGO'S GUIDELINES, WITH SOURCES CITED
APPROPRIATELY.

Q: \W/HEN CITING UNPUBLISHED ARCHIVAL LINGUISTIC DATA, WHAT INFORMATION IS
TYPICALLY INCLUDED IN CHICAGO STYLE?

A: FOR UNPUBLISHED ARCHIVAL DATA, CHICAGO STYLE TYPICALLY REQUIRES THE NAME OF THE ARCHIVE, THE COLLECTION
TITLE OR NUMBER, AND THE SPECIFIC ITEM BEING REFERENCED (E.G., A MANUSCRIPT, A LETTER). IF THE ARCHIVE IS ACCESSIBLE
ONLINE, A URL AND ACCESS DATE SHOULD BE INCLUDED. FOR EXAMPLE, “LETTER FROM EDWARD SAPIR TO FRANZ BOAS,
Decemser 15, 1925, EDWARD SAPIR PAPERS, NATIONAL ANTHROPOLOGICAL ARCHIVES, SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION,
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