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EDITORIAL
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Tatiana A. Litvinova! When human writing looks artificial:
Olga V. Dekhnich? perceived Al-likeness as a property of text

! Belgorod State National Research University,
85 Pobedy St., Belgorod, 308015, Russia
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Abstract: A piece of writing can look as if it were produced by Al even when it wasn’t,
and conversely, text generated by Al can still be mistaken for human work. We
investigated this mismatch between the true source of 28 Russian texts (14 written by
humans and 14 generated by Al) and their perceived Al-likeness. The texts were
assessed by professional linguists under three different evaluation setups. For each text,
we extracted 46 embedding-based semantic alignment features and 12 stylometric
measures. In the third evaluation regime (W3), we also used a balanced subset
of 10 texts and collected ratings along 13 perceptual dimensions before participants
made their source judgments.

Across both semantic and stylometric space, human and Al texts showed a clear
separation. Unsupervised components related to origin produced large Human-Al
differences (Hedges’ |g| = 1.4), and nested leave-one-text-out ridge models achieved
AUCs between .832 and .878. However, the objective dimensions that distinguished the
actual origin were not sufficient on their own to explain Al attribution once the origin
was controlled for. The importance of cues also varied across evaluation regimes. In
particular, seven features showed FDR-significant regime x feature interactions
between W2 and W3, all with reversed slopes; mean word length also shifted direction
between W1 and W2. In W3, the perceptual ratings were largely driven by a dimension
that contrasted authorial-experiential presence with schematic generality. Shifting
toward the authorial-experiential end substantially lowered Al-oriented attribution on
the original five-category scale (OR =.228, 95% CI [.145, .359], p <.001).

So, perceived Al-likeness cannot be viewed as a straightforward reflection of either
actual authorship or the linguistic markers tied to origin. In these results, it functioned
more like a perceptual property of the text: it depended on whether readers felt there
was a situated author behind what they read. Meanwhile, the linguistic cues that
supported Al attribution varied depending on the evaluation regime. This distinction is
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important because perceived Al authorship can affect trust, credibility, and later
assessments even when the source judgment turns out to be incorrect.

Keywords: Al-Generated Text; Perceived Al-Likeness; Al Attribution; Human Text
Perception; Authorial Presence; Semantic Features; Stylometry; Source Attribution
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WHEN HUMAN WRITING LOOKS ARTIFICIAL
PERCEIVED AI-LIKENESS AS A PROPERTY OF TEXT

4. PERCEPTION ORGANIZES Al
3. THE SAME LINGUISTIC CUE
CAN MEAN THE OPPOSITE ATTRIBUTION 5. WHY AI-LIKENESS MATTERS

2. PROFESSIONAL LINGUISTS
1. A REAL HUMAN-AI
DO NOT RELIABLY RECOVER
LINGUISTIC SIGNAL EXISTS THAT SIGNAL

e oo
Our study found a Across cohorts of Cue weights depended on In Cohort 3, perceptual Perceived Al-likeness was
measurable Human-Al professional linguists, source the evaluation regime. ratings before attribution associated with trust and
signal. A semantic model attribution did not X Several semantic and R revealed one dominant , Mmay have consequences for
using 46 embedding-derived consistently follow the stylometric features reversed contrast: authorial— credibility and text evaluation
semantic alignment features, semantic and stylometric direction: a property experiential presence versus even when actual origin
complemented by 12 structure that distinguished associated with Al attribution schematic generality. Greater differs. It should therefore be
stylometric features, Human from Al texts. The in one regime could support authorial-experiential studied directly, rather than
separated Human and Al informed cohort showed the Human attribution in another. presence was strongly treated as a proxy for true
texts strongly in both spaces. strongest partial alignment. associated with lower Al origin.

attribution.

Higher authorial-experiential
presence — lower odds of Al
attribution
Ordinal OR =.228

Al-likeness should be
studied directly — not as
a proxy for true origin

Strong Human-Al separation in latent
ungulsm: space
ledges' g =
Out-of- sample orlgln dlscﬁmlnatlon
AUC =

Objective signal #
reliable human attribution

A measurable Human-Al linguistic signal exists, and our model captures it — but professional linguists did not reliably reproduce the same signal in source attribution. Perceived Al-likeness showed a

distinct perceptual organization, while the linguistic cues associated with attribution depended on evaluation conditions.
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Korna ecrecTBeHHBIN TEKCT BBIIVISIAUT HCKYCCTBEHHBIM:
BocnipuHuMaemoe MU-npoucxoxkaeHne Kak CBOMCTBO
TEeKCTa

JlutBunoBa T. AL
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Cmamos nocmynuna 24 ascycma 2026 2.; npunsama 15 cenmsaops 2026 2.;
onyonuxosana 30 cenmsops 2026 e.

AHHoTanusi: TexkcT MOXET BOCHPHHHMMATBCS KaK CO3JAHHBIM HCKYCCTBEHHBIM
MHTEJUIEKTOM, JIa)Ke €CIIM Ha CaMOM JieJie €r0 Halucall 4eJOBEK; U HaoOOpOT, TEKCT,
creHepupoBanHblii MM, MOXeT Ka3aTbes «4eloBEYECKUM». MBI HCCIEIOBaId pa3phiB
MEXJIYy  peajJbHbIM  IPOMCXOXKIEHHEM  TEKCTa M €r0  BOCHPUHMMAEMBIM
NHU-tiporcxoxaeHuEM Ha MaTepuasie 28 TEKCTOB Ha pycCKoM si3blke (14 HamMcaHHBIX
monpMu U 14 HM-creHepupoBaHHBIX), KOTOpBIE OLEHWBAIM TNPO(ecCHOoHaTbHBIE
JIMHTBUCTHI B PaMKax TPEX pa3HbIX pexxuMax oleHKH. Kaxaplil TekcT ObuI IpecTaBiIeH
B IIPU3HAKOBOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE 46 CEMaHTHMYECKMX IIOKa3aTelel, IOJyYeHHBIX Ha
OCHOBE 3MOEAIUHIOB, U 12 CTUIOMETPUYECKUX HMHIEKCOB. B TpeTheMm skcnepumeHte
TEKCThbl JIOTIOJIHUTENBHO OLEHUBAIKNCH 10 13 MepuenTHBHBIM IIKajaM 10 TOIo, Kak
PECIIOHIEHTBI BEIHOCUIIN CY)KJIEHUE O IPOUCXOKICHUH TEKCTA.

TekcThl, HaNKMCaHHbIE JIOABMU U creHepupoBaHHble MU, xopomo pasgensuiich Kak B
CEMaHTHYECKOM, TaK M B CTUJIOMETPUYECKOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE IIOCTPOCHHON HaMH
Mozeial. MHOroMepHbIH aHajau3 [OKa3aJl 3HAUUTEIbHBIC pa3IMuus  MEXIY
yenoBeueckumu u MU-texcramu (|g| Xemkeca = 1,4), a BiaoxeHHble ridge-mozenu ¢
npoBepkoi o cxeme leave-one-text-out nocruramu AUC ot 0,832 mo 0,878. Onxnako
O00BEKTHBHbIC JMHIBUCTUYECKHE IIOKA3aTelIM, PA3IMYaBIIME TEKCTbl MO pPEaIbHOMY
IIPOUCXOXKICHNUIO, HE OOBSCHSAIM HE3aBHUCHUMO BEPOSTHOCTb OTHECEHHS JIMHIBUCTOM
tekcra kK MM. Kpome TOro, Bec OTAEIBHBIX NMPU3HAKOB MEHSJICS B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT
sKcrepuMeHTa. s cemu mpu3HakoB Obuld OOHapy:keHbl 3HauuMble nocie FDR-
KOPPEKLIMH B3aMMOJCHCTBUS «PEKUM X IPHU3HAK» MEXKAY DKCIEpUMEHTaMu 2 u 3,
npuuéM BO BCEX CIyyasX HaIlpaBICHHME CBSA3M MEHSJIOCh Ha IPOTHUBOIIOJIOKHOE.
Cpenssis nnuHa ClloBa JONOJHUTEIBHO MEHSUIA HAIIPaBJIICHUE CBA3M MEXKIY IEPBBIM U
BTOPBIM SKCIIEPUMEHTOM. B TpeTbeM 3KCIepruMEeHTe CTPYKTypa MEePLUENTUBHBIX OLEHOK
B OCHOBHOM OIIPENEIsIach OJHOM OCBIO, TPOTHBOIOCTABIISIIOIIEH aBTOPCKOE
IPUCYTCTBHE M CXEMaTHYECKYI0 0000mEHHOCTh. CMellleHne K IOJIOCY aBTOPCKOIO
IPUCYTCTBUS PE3KO CHUKAJIO BEPOSTHOCTh OTHeceHMs TekcTa Kk UM mo narubamuibHoM
mkane (OR = 0,228; 95% U [0,145; 0,359]; p < 0,001).

Takum  oOpazom, BocnpuHumaemMoe  MUM-mpoucxoxiaeHne  TEKCTOB — HENb3s
paccmaTpuBaTh HU KakK OTpPaXEHHME pEaJbHOI0 aBTOPCTBA, HU KaK OTpakKeHHE
O00BEKTHBHOIO JIMHI'BUCTUYECKOTO CHUTHajla TPOMCXOXJIEHUS Tekcrta. B Hammx
HKCIEPUMEHTAX OHO IMPOSBIISIOCH KaK MEPLUENTUBHOE CBONCTBO U OBLIO CBSI3aHO C TEM,
BO3HUKAET JIM y YMUTATEIs OUIYIIEHHE KOHKPETHOrO, CTOAIIETO 3a TEKCTOM aBTOpa,
TOrJa Kak JIMHIBUCTHYECKHUE MPHU3HAKHU, OOBEKTUBHO CBS3AHHBIE C MPOUCXO0KIECHUEM
TEKCTa, 3aBUCENIN OT YCJIOBUN 3KCIEpUMEHTA. J[aHHOE pa3nuuue Ba)KHO, MOCKOJIBKY
npenmnosaraemoe MHM-aBTOpCTBO MOXET BIMATH Ha CTENEHb JIOBEpUsS YUTATeNs K
TEKCTY, €r0 BOCIIPUHUMAEMYIO JOCTOBEPHOCTh U MOCIEAYIOLIYIO OLIEHKY TEKCTa JaKe B
TeX cIyyasiX, Korjaa CyKJeHHe 00 HCTOUHUKE MTPOUCXOXKACHUS TEKCTa OIINOO0YHO.
KimoueBbie caosa: UlU-crenepupoBansbiii  TekeT;  Bocnpunumaemoe — MU-
MPOUCXOXKAEHUE TekcTa; ATpubyuus Ttekcrta, Bocnpusarue Ttekcrta; ABTOpcKoe
npucyrctBue; CeManTHueckue npusHaku; Ctuaomerpusi; ATpuOyLus UCTOUHUKA
Nudopmanus 00 ucrouyHMKax (UHAHCHPOBAHMA WM rpaHTtax: JlaHHas
pEelaKkIMOHHAs cTaThd nocBsmeHa 150-neturo benropoackoro rocynapcTBEHHOTO
HAI[MOHAJILHOTO HCCIIEIOBATEIBCKOTO YHHUBEPCUTETAa W €r0 MHOTOJIETHEH Tpaauluu
HAYYHOTO HCCIICIOBAaHMs 53bIKa, YEIOBEUYECKON KOMMYHHMKAIMM M HOBBIX (hopm
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1. INTRODUCTION

Whether a text was written by Al and
whether readers believe it was are two
separate questions. Writing done by humans
can still seem artificial, while Al-generated
content can often blend in without raising
suspicion. This distinction is important
because it can affect how a text is judged and
received. Research experiments show that
adding an Al-authorship label can reduce
perceptions of message and source credibility,
as well as judgments about quality and author
competence. It can also make people less
willing to share or use the text, even when the
wording is kept the same — or even if the text
is actually human-written (Altay and Gilardi,
2024; Lermann Henestrosa and Kimmerle,
2024; Proksch et al., 2024). However, when
information on text origin was missing,

BOCPOK:
IPU3HAKH, CBRIAHHBIE C aTPHBYLIMEH, 3aBICENM OT YCTIOBM/ OLIEHKH

humans favored machine-generated text in
over half of the cases, particularly when they
could not recognize which text was written by
a human (Wang et al., 2026). In the context of
news communication, the perceived level of
Al involvement — rather than an explicit label
— has also been linked to lower message and
source credibility (Jia et al., 2024). The
evidence in education points the same way:
when texts were presented as ChatGPT-
generated, they received lower credibility
ratings (Latini et al., 2026). Thus, across the
studies  cited above, a  recurring
anthropocentric bias emerged: texts believed
to be human-authored were evaluated more
favorably than  those  perceived as
Al-generated.

A lot of the existing research frames Al-
generated writing mainly as a detection issue:
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if someone is given a text, can they — or a
computational system — figure out its real
origin? Human success varies a great deal.
For example, in a study with 63 university
lecturers, Al-written academic passages were
correctly recognized only 57% of the time,
and texts produced at a professional level
were particularly hard to spot (Fiedler and
Dopke, 2025). Hungarian readers achieved
66% accuracy (irrespective of self-reported
Al-skills) on narrative texts, and human-
written passages were incorrectly attributed
more often than Al ones (Szabo et al., 2026),
while Czech readers identified whether Al or
human wrote poetry at about chance level
(Marklova et al., 2026). A recent study on
register perception also found that it can be
difficult to detect texts generated by ChatGPT
(Demir, 2026). On the opposite end, a large
multilingual project that looked across 16
datasets, nine languages, and nine domains
reported an average human (19 annotators —
LLM researchers or practitioners) detection
accuracy of 87.6%, using test conditions
meant to push toward the upper limit of
human performance (Wang et al., 2026). In
other words, people’s ability to detect Al
writing isn’t a single fixed skill that stays the
same regardless of language, genre, context,
or method.

Calling every mismatch with the ground
truth a detection error can obscure a
potentially useful effect. A human-authored
text that keeps being labeled as Al-generated
may have characteristics that make a
machine-authorship explanation plausible. On
the other hand, an Al-generated text that
consistently appears human may miss the
cues readers typically associate with machine
writing. These judgments are not purely
random: readers rely on signals such as
writing style, grammatical form, social and
personal content, concreteness, cultural
specificity, warmth, and impersonality.
However, these heuristics can mislead and
can also shift depending on context (Hau et
al., 2026; Jakesch et al., 2023; Liu et al.,
2026; Wang et al.,, 2026). As a result,

attribution can be systematic without being
correct.

For this, we look at perceived Al-
likeness at the text level. In other words, we
mean how likely a text — under a specific
evaluation setup — is to be judged as Al-
authored. Practically speaking, it’s the share
of Al attributions that a text gets within that
setting. This measure isn’t the same as actual
authorship, and it’s not the same as accuracy.
By framing the goal this way, both false
positives and false negatives become
genuinely useful findings rather than just
leftover errors. A text that’s human-written
but repeatedly comes across as Al-like — or an
Al-written text that repeatedly seems human —
becomes especially interesting, because actual
authorship and what people perceive don’t
match.

At the same time, human and Al writing
can differ in clear, objective ways at the
linguistic level. Corpus and stylometric
research have reported differences in lexical
choices, syntax, discourse organization,
affect, and overall structure of Al-generated
and human texts. For instance, Al-generated
academic writing has been linked to
distinctive word choices, less variation in
syntax, and only partial overlap with the
formulaic patterns humans tend to use
(Tudino and Qin, 2024). Studies of EFL
writing have also found multivariate linguistic
fingerprints that separate human essays from
ChatGPT essays (Mizumoto et al., 2024).
Similar patterns show up in analyses of hotel
reviews, which report systematic differences
in content, style, and structure (Markowitz et
al., 2024). In creative writing, human texts
tend to show more stylistic variety than
outputs from large language models
(O’Sullivan, 2025). A recent study of 4,346
paired essays across 110 subject areas found
the same kind of pattern at scale: Al-
generated writing tends to be stylistically
more uniform than the variability seen in
human writing (Chen et al., 2026). In picture-
description tasks, Al-generated texts were
more homogeneous than human-authored
texts and differed markedly in lexical
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diversity, morphological density and entropy,
syntactic roles and complexity, and indices of
modality engagement (Litvinova et al., 2025).
So, if readers misidentify a text, that doesn’t
necessarily mean there are no measurable
linguistic differences.

The main unresolved issue sits between
these two strands of work. Linguistic-
fingerprint studies ask what, objectively,
distinguishes human writing from Al writing.
Attribution studies ask what makes a reader
decide that a text is human or Al. But those
questions are rarely tested using the same
texts, and even less is known about whether
the explanatory power of a linguistic feature
stays the same when the evaluation context
changes. Because of this, we separate three
concepts that are often mixed together: 1) the
objective structure that reflects the true
source; 2) the linguistic and perceptual factors
that go along with Al attribution; 3)
attribution accuracy itself. We also don’t
assume that the same cue means the same
thing across different evaluation regimes.

That leads to a direct question: are the
properties that distinguish  Al-generated
writing from human-written text also the
properties that make a text look Al-
generated? If the answer is yes, then
perceived Al-likeness may be picking up on
real distributional differences between human
and machine language. If the answer is no,
then attribution has to involve more than just
a reader’s perceptual response to a source
signal. There are good reasons to expect the
latter. Jakesch et al. (2023) showed that some
authorship heuristics don’t line up well with
actual source distributions, while Hau et al.
(2026) found that how useful attribution
strategies are depends heavily on genre and
contextual knowledge. What’s still largely
untested is whether objective origin structure
and perceived Al-likeness can be separated
within the same set of stimuli, whether cue
weights shift across evaluation regimes, and
what readers rely on when objective origin
cues aren’t enough.

We tackle these questions using 28
Russian-language texts with known human or

Al origins and three evaluation regimes
involving professional linguists. The design
places actual source and perceived source in
the same analytical frame. Misclassification
isn’t treated only as an error; instead, we
analyze text-level Al-attribution propensity as
a way of measuring perceived Al-likeness.
The same texts are also represented using 46
embedding-derived  semantic  alignment
measures and a predefined 12-feature
stylometric space. This lets us test whether
the dimensions that separate true origins also
explain attribution. We then use matched
stimuli to examine whether text-level Al-
likeness and cue weighting stay consistent
across regimes. Finally, in one of the three
evaluation regimes, 13 perceptual ratings
collected before source attribution allow us to
study how readers experienced the text - and
the implied author - before deciding who, or
what, wrote it. The Russian-language setting
also adds to a literature where substantial
variation across languages and domains has
already been documented (Marklova et al.,
2026; Szabo et al., 2026; Wang et al., 2026).

These choices boil down to four
questions:

1. Do human- and Al-authored texts
occupy different objective semantic and
stylometric spaces?

2. Do those origin-related dimensions
also explain Al attribution?

3. Does text-level Al-likeness, along
with linguistic cue weighting, remain stable
across evaluation regimes?

4. When detailed reader judgments are
available, what perceptual dimensions
organize Al attribution?

The larger point is that perceived Al-
likeness may deserve to be studied on its own.
As Al-assisted writing becomes more
common, a simple Human/Al label captures
only part of what matters communicatively. A
human-authored text can lose credibility when
it’s presented as Al-generated (Altay and
Gilardi, 2024), and perceived Al involvement
has been linked to lower message and source
credibility, partly through reduced perceptions
of humanness (Jia et al, 2024).
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Understanding why some texts attract Al
attribution is therefore important not just for
Al detection, but also for reader trust,
editorial decisions, textual authenticity, and
how  Al-mediated communication is
ultimately received.

2. MATERIALS AND METHODS

2.1. Study design and evaluation
regimes

We tested how Al-like Russian texts
seemed to professional linguists under three
different evaluation setups. The study design
separated the true origin of each text from
what participants perceived. The main result
we observed was Al attribution, while
"perceived Al-likeness" was defined at the
text level as how likely a text was to be
judged as Al-generated within a given
evaluation regime.

Our materials included 28 Russian-
language texts with known provenance - 14
written by humans and 14 generated by Al.
Since the three experiments we conducted
differed in participant makeup, procedure,
prior information, and which texts were
included, we treated each wave as its own
evaluation regime rather than combining them
into one uniform condition. To keep things
clear, we refer to the participant groups as
Cohort 1, Cohort 2, and Cohort 3, which
correspond to evaluation waves 1 (W1), 2
(W2), and 3 (W3), respectively. We use
cohort labels when talking about who took
part, and W1-W3 when referring to the
evaluation regimes themselves or to
comparisons between them.

In W1 (Cohort 1), experienced linguists
assessed texts together in small groups
outside a controlled laboratory environment,
and they could use any analytical tools they
wanted. They received no background
information about semantic features that
might  distinguish ~ Al-generated  texts.
Different groups reviewed different parts of
the dataset, resulting in 75 group-level
judgments of source across 27 texts. From the
correctness of those judgments and the known

origin of each text, we reconstructed how
often Al attribution occurred at the group
level.

In W2 (Cohort 2), six experienced
linguists evaluated all 28 texts individually on
site. Before starting, they listened to an
informational presentation that described
semantic differences that had already been
identified between human-authored and Al-
generated texts in the corpus. They then gave
a binary source attribution along with a
confidence rating for each text. W2 was
handled as an informed evaluation regime
rather than a training study.

In W3 (Cohort 3), 16 linguists assessed
a fixed subset of 10 texts individually. They
were not given any prior information about
semantic cues related to Al. For each text,
they first completed 13 perceptual ratings, and
then made a source judgment using a five-
point Human-Al scale, followed by a
confidence rating.

Thus, W1 and W2 overlapped on 27
texts, W2 and W3 overlapped on 10 texts, and
W1 and W3 overlapped on nine texts.

In all three evaluation regimes,
participants were instructed to assess each
text independently, without comparing it with
the other stimuli.

2.2. Text stimuli

The stimulus set consisted of 28 short
texts in Russian: 14 written by humans and 14
generated by Al. The human-authored pieces
were taken from a number of earlier text-
production studies involving participants who
did not participate in any of the evaluation
procedures described here. The topics were
chosen to reflect short, believable pieces of
everyday = communication  that  could
reasonably occur in applied text-analysis
settings.  Accordingly, the corpus was
deliberately varied in both topic and
communicative context, rather than being
limited to a single genre.

The Al-generated texts were produced
using  several modern LLM and
straightforward prompts based on specific
topics. Besides the topic, the prompts added
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only a limited number of surface-level
requirements. The texts had to include
between 5 and 10 sentences, be written in a
conversational style, avoid numbered lists,
include emojis, and allow for typographical
and spelling errors. The Al outputs were used
exactly as generated, with no post-generation
editing, correction, or normalization.

For W3, a balanced subset of 10 stimuli
was selected from the full set of 28 texts,
comprising five human-authored and five Al-
generated texts. The subset was chosen to
preserve the range of topics, communicative
contexts, and text types represented in the full
stimulus set.

2.3. Source Attribution and
perceptual measures

For each judgment, we recorded
whether the participant classified the text as
Human or Al-generated. We then calculated,
for each text, the proportion of judgments in
which it was classified as Al-generated. This
proportion served as our measure of perceived
Al-likeness: the more often a text was judged
to be Al-generated, the more Al-like it was
considered to be. Importantly, this measure is
independent of whether the judgment was
correct. A high Al-attribution rate means
correct identification for an Al-generated text,
but false Al attribution for a human-authored
text.

For W1, Al-attribution rates were
derived from group-level accuracy. W2
included binary Human/Al judgments that
were provided directly. In W3, participants
made source judgments using a five-category
ordered scale ranging from definitely Human
to definitely Al. For the binary analyses, the
two Human and two Al categories were
combined, and the three responses in the
undecided category were omitted; the original
five-category response was kept for the
ordinal sensitivity analysis. Confidence was
not included in the primary analyses.

Before performing source attribution,
Cohort 3 participants rated each text along 13
five-point perceptual dimensions related to
experiential, imagistic, authorial, schematic,

affective, and trust-related characteristics.
These ratings were treated as perceptual
responses from readers to texts, rather than as
objective linguistic features. The complete
W3 questionnaire is available in the
Supplementary Materials, both in the original
Russian and in an English translation.

2.4. Linguistic representation of the
texts

Each text was represented in two
predefined linguistic spaces.

The semantic representation was
obtained using the Semantic Domain Profiling
framework (Litvinova et al., 2024). The
framework represents each text by its degree
of semantic alignment with 46 interpretable
domains covering perceptual, sensorimotor,
emotional, cognitive, spatial, and social
aspects of meaning. The domain system was
developed from  psycholinguistic  and
neurocognitive semantic-feature resources.

Semantic alignment was estimated in a
pretrained  Russian  embedding  space
(ruwikiruscorpora_upos_cbow_300_10 2021
). Each domain was represented by a
prototype  derived from  semantically
characteristic lexical items; for some features,
opposing lexical sets were used to define a
semantic direction. Text-to-domain alignment
was quantified with Concept Mover’s
Distance (CMD) wusing the text2map
implementation (Taylor and Stoltz, 2021,
Stoltz and Taylor, 2022). CMD measures the
transport distance between the semantic
distribution of a document and a target
concept representation in embedding space.
Scores were oriented so that higher values
indicated stronger alignment with the
corresponding semantic domain or direction.
The resulting 46 values constituted the
semantic profile of each text. These measures
therefore describe a text’s position relative to
semantic prototypes in embedding space and
should not be interpreted as frequencies or
counts of particular lexical categories.

The stylometric representation included
12 predefined surface and structural measures
covering text length, sentence structure,
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lexical complexity and diversity, the use of
function words and pronouns, noun—verb
balance, and punctuation (Litvinova et al.,
2025). The full set of features is listed in the
Supplementary Materials.

Three coarse content-orientation ratings
— Experience, Opinion, and Emotion — were
manually assigned to each text by one
researcher. Each dimension was scored on a
three-point scale: 0 = not expressed, 1 =
weakly expressed, and 2 = clearly expressed.
Experience captured the presence of
experiential content, Opinion the expression
of personal views or evaluative stance, and
Emotion the presence of explicitly expressed
emotional content. These ratings were not
treated as primary measures and were used
only as covariates in supplementary
robustness analyses examining whether the
origin-related latent dimensions could be
accounted for by broad differences in content
orientation.

2.5. Statistical analysis

2.5.1. Attribution performance and
cross-regime stability

Attribution performance was
reported separately for W1, W2, and W3.
To evaluate whether perceived Al-likeness
was stable across different regimes, we
looked at text-level Al-attribution rates
from matched stimuli and used Spearman
correlations, bootstrap confidence
intervals, and permutation-based
inference. Any comparisons within the
same origin were considered exploratory.

2.5.2. Objective linguistic signal of
actual origin

Individual semantic and stylometric
features were linked to the actual Human/Al
origin using bias-reduced logistic regression,
with Benjamini-Hochberg correction applied
separately within each of the 46 semantic and
12 stylometric feature groups.

To study the underlying structure, we
used unsupervised PCA separately in
semantic and stylometric space. We then
quantified Human-Al separation along the
main components using Hedges’ g and rank-

based associations with the true origin. To
check that the findings were reliable, we used
permutation tests and leave-one-text-out
analyses. We also assessed multivariate
separation using centroid-based tests.

Next, we tested how much predictive
information was available about the actual
origin by running nested leave-one-text-out
ridge logistic regression on semantic,
stylometric, and combined feature sets.
Importantly, all preprocessing and parameter
tuning were confined to the training data.
Predictive discrimination was summarized
using ROC AUC, while the Brier score and
accuracy were reported as complementary
measures of performance. Finally, secondary
models were used to adjust the dominant
origin-related components for Experience,
Opinion, and Emotion.

2.5.3. Objective  origin
versus Al attribution

To check whether the key linguistic
dimensions tied to actual origin also account
for perceived Al-likeness, we examined
relationships  between  semantic  and
stylometric PC1 scores and Al attribution
separately within each evaluation regime.

For the text-level analyses, we relied on
Spearman correlations and origin-adjusted
grouped-binomial models. We also looked at
W?2 at the level of individual responses, using
mixed-effects logistic regression with random
intercepts for both linguists and texts. For the
W?2 correlations within each origin group, we
tested whether the observed associations
remained present among texts that shared the
same true source.

2.5.4. Regime-dependent linguistic cue
weighting

We estimated regime-specific links
between each of the 46 semantic features and
12 stylometric features and Al attribution,
while accounting for actual origin. The
features were standardized once across the
entire corpus so that the coefficients could be
compared across evaluation regimes. We then
compared the coefficient patterns from
matched stimuli descriptively, using rank

signatures
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correlations and leave-one-text-out sensitivity
analyses.

We tested whether there were formal
differences across regimes by running
evaluation-regime x feature interaction
models on the matched stimuli. For the W2-
W3 comparisons, we used individual
judgments for the 10 texts that were shared
and fitted mixed-effects logistic models with
linguist and text as random intercepts. For the
W1-W2 and W1-W3 comparisons, we relied
on grouped decision counts from their
respective matched stimulus sets. We applied
the Benjamini-Hochberg correction separately
to the semantic and stylometric interaction
families, and we used leave-one-text-out
analyses to check how robust the interactions
that remained significant under FDR were.

We interpreted all cross-regime effects
as being associated with the regime rather
than causal, since participant makeup,
procedures, and informational conditions
differed at the same time across regimes.

2.5.5. Perceptual structure in Cohort 3
and Al attribution

For W3, each perceptual rating was
initially analyzed in its own mixed-effects
logistic regression model. The model
predicted binary Al attribution while
controlling for the actual origin. It included
crossed random intercepts for both the
linguist and the text, and applied the
Benjamini-Hochberg correction across the 13
predictors.

To separate stable differences across
texts from perceptions that vary by reader, the
ratings were split into between-text means
and within-text deviations. In addition, to
capture the shared structure across the 13
ratings, we ran a PCA using within-linguist
centered responses. Component retention was
determined  through  permutation-based
parallel analysis. Importantly, neither actual
origin nor attribution was included in the
PCA.

We then tested the retained perceptual
component in relation to Al attribution using
crossed mixed-effects logistic models, again
using the between-text and within-text

decomposition. As a sensitivity check, we
also fit a cumulative-link mixed model to the
original five-category attribution responses,
instead of collapsing them into a binary
outcome.

All statistical analyses were
conducted in R (version 4.6.0).

3. RESULTS

3.1. Actual text origin was encoded in
distributed semantic and stylometric
structure

We first checked whether the two
source classes differed in their objective
linguistic  structure, without considering
source-attribution judgments.

3.1.1. Semantic structure

At the level of individual semantic
features, none of the 46 predefined semantic
variables  survived  Benjamini—-Hochberg
correction. Still, eight effects clustered just
above the threshold (g = .0555). Al origin was
positively linked with SomatNociception,
AudLIWC, VisBody, TemporalLIWC,
SocialLIWC, and EmoFear, while EmoAngry
and VisMotion leaned in the opposite
direction. Overall, this looked more like a
distributed origin difference than a contrast
driven by specific markers (Supplementary
Table S1).

The multivariate results were clearer. In
the unsupervised semantic PCA, the first four
components explained 81.3% of the variance,
with PC1 alone accounting for 35.4%. Al-
generated texts scored higher on PC1 than
human-authored texts (mean difference =
4.79, Hedges’ g = 1.42, Spearman’s p = .628,
permutation p = .00095, q = .004). By
contrast, PC2 through PC4 showed no origin
effect of a similar magnitude. Importantly, the
PC1 split stayed strong in leave-one-text-out
analyses (g = 1.35-1.75; Table 1).

At the Al-associated end of semantic
PC1, the strongest pattern was alignment with
several auditory, visual, bodily, motor,
spatial, and temporal dimensions. The
opposite end was more strongly associated
with motion, taste, and several affective
dimensions.  These  variables  reflect
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embedding-based semantic alignments rather
than simple lexical counts. Human and Al
groups were also separated within the four-
dimensional semantic PCA space (squared
distance = 27.4, permutation p = .00050;
Supplementary Table S2).

3.1.2. Stylometric structure

The 12 stylometric measures showed a
closely related multivariate pattern. Again, no

single  stylometric ~ feature  survived
Benjamini-Hochberg correction
(Supplementary ~ Table  S1). However,

stylometric PC1 — explaining 29.2% of the
variance — did strongly distinguish the actual
source (|Hedges’ gl = 143, |p| = .628,
permutation p = .00075, q = .004). The effect
remained substantial in the leave-one-text-out
analysis (|g| = 1.35-1.63; Table 1), while PC2
through PC5 showed no comparable
association with origin  (Supplementary
Table S2).

For interpretation, stylometric PC1 was
oriented so that positive scores represented
the Al-associated pole. This side of the
dimension was mainly characterized by
higher rates of pronouns, first-person terms,
and function words. The human-associated
pole showed greater lexical density, longer
words, higher MATTR, and a higher noun-to-
verb ratio. Sentence length and punctuation-

related variables contributed more weakly.
Figure 1 presents both latent structures.

The two origin-based dimensions were
only moderately connected (Spearman’s p =
338, p = .079), indicating that the semantic
and stylometric spaces reflected somewnhat
different facets of the Human-Al contrast. On
a descriptive level, 17 out of 28 texts fell on
the origin-consistent side of both PC1 axes.
The remaining 11 texts were origin-consistent
on one axis but not the other, and none of the
texts were inconsistent with their true origin
on both axes.

We then tested whether the original
semantic and stylometric feature sets could
discriminate actual text origin out of sample.
Nested leave-one-text-out ridge models were
fitted directly to the 46 semantic features, the
12 stylometric features, and their combined
58-feature representation, rather than to PCA
scores. AUC values were .832 for semantics,
.878 for stylometry, and .862 for the
combined representation. The corresponding
Brier scores were .182, .135, and .172, while
accuracies were .786, .750, and .786.

These findings are summarized in Table
1, and further leave-one-text-out model
information is provided in Supplementary
Table S3.
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Figure 1. Distributed semantic and stylometric structure of actual text origin: A) Scores of the
28 texts on the first two components of the unsupervised semantic PCA; B) The six strongest
loadings at each pole of semantic PC1, oriented so that negative values represent the human-
associated pole and positive values the Al-associated pole; C) Scores on the first two components of
the unsupervised stylometric PCA; (D) Loadings of all 12 stylometric variables on PC1, using the
same orientation

Pucynok 1. PacnpenenéHHas ceMaHTHYeCKas W CTHJIIOMETPUYECKAass CTPYKTypa pPEalbHOTO
npoucxoxaeHuss tekcra: A) IlonoxeHnue 28 TEKCTOB Ha MEPBbIX JBYX KOMIIOHEHTaX
cemantuueckoro PCA, mocrpoeHHoro 6e3 yuéra nmadpopmanuu o0 mcrounuke Tekcra; B) Ilects
MPU3HAKOB C HAaUOOJBIIMMHU HArpy3KaMH 10 MOJYJIO Ha KaXIOM IOJIOCE MEPBOH CEeMaHTUYECKON
kommoHeHThl (PC1); oTpumarenbHple 3HAYE€HHs] COOTBETCTBYIOT TOJIIOCY, CBS3aHHOMY C
YEJIIOBEUECKMMHU TEKCTaMH, IMOJOXKUTenbHble — cBsizanHHOMY ¢ MU-texcramu; C) Ilonoxenue
TEKCTOB Ha TMEpBBIX JABYX KoMIoHeHTax cruioMerpudeckoro PCA; D) Harpysku Bcex 12
cTuioMeTpuyeckux npusHakoB Ha PC1 B Toil jxe opueHTaIum
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Table 1. Objective linguistic structure and out-of-sample discrimination of actual text origin
Ta6auna 1. OObeKkTUBHAs JIMHTBUCTUYECKAsI CTPYKTYpa M KadeCTBO KIacCH(UKAIUN pPEabHOTO
IMPOUCXOXKACHUA TEKCTA HA JaHHBIX, HE MCIIOJIb30BAHHBIX ITPU 06y‘IeHI/II/I

F:s;gge va;(gl)rilce |Hedges’ g| pernljlziétion L?;]Cg)elgl 'Z'S%? E’c:)i?g Accuracy
Semantic 35.4 1.42 9.5x10* | 1.35-1.75 | .832 | .182 .786
Stylometric 29.2 1.43 7.5x10* | 1.35-1.63 | .878 | .135 .750
Combined - - - - 862 | .172 .786

Even after adjusting for the researcher-
coded Experience, Opinion, and Emotion
dimensions, the latent structure tied to origin
was not removed. Semantic PC1 continued to
track actual origin after we made all
adjustments at once (OR = 9.49 per SD, p =
.028), and the same was true for stylometric
PC1 (OR = 5.92, p = .021). Semantic PC1
overlapped only partially with the broader
content  orientation,  especially  with
Experience (p = .600, q = .004) and Opinion
(p = —492, q = .023), but the Human-Al
difference could not be reduced to these
coarse content dimensions (Supplementary
Table S4).

Overall, actual origin was reflected in
two strong distributed configurations — one
semantic and one stylometric — rather than in
isolated diagnostic markers. The PCA results
revealed these latent structures without using
source labels, while the ridge models showed
that the original feature spaces also contained
enough information to discriminate held-out
texts.

3.2. Al attribution varied across
evaluation regimes and perceived Al-
likeness was not stable

The source-attribution results varied
markedly across the three evaluation settings
(Fig. 2). In W1, 41 out of 75 collective

judgments were correct, for an accuracy of
54.7%. Accuracy was noticeably better for
Al-generated texts: 23 out of 37 (62.2%)
correct, compared with human-authored texts,
where 18 out of 38 (47.4%) were correct.
Overall, 43 of the 75 W1 judgments (57.3%)
identified the text as Al, suggesting only a
mild bias toward attributing to Al.

W2 produced the best descriptive
accuracy. Here, 121 of 165 valid individual
judgments were correct (73.3%). Performance
was fairly even across the two true origins: 63
of 83 judgments for Al-generated texts were
correct (75.9%), and 58 of 82 judgments for
human-authored texts were correct (70.7%).
In total, 52.7% of W2 judgments attributed
the text to Al.

In contrast, W3 showed much lower
accuracy and a stronger inclination toward
attributing to Al Only 69 of 157 binary
judgments were correct (43.9%). Accuracy
was 52.5% for Al-generated texts (42/80), but
dropped to 35.1% for human-authored texts
(27/77). Moreover, 58.6% of all valid W3
judgments attributed the text to Al. As a
result, the poor accuracy in W3 appears to be
driven mainly by false-Al attribution of
human-authored texts, rather than by balanced
uncertainty  between the two source
categories.
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Figure 2. Source-attribution patterns across the three evaluation regimes. Proportions of
Human and Al attributions are shown separately for human-authored and Al-generated texts.

PucyHnok 2. Pacnpenesienne aTpuOyuuii MCTOYHMKA TEKCTa B TPEX pexkuMax ouneHku. [lomum
OTBETOB «4eJIoBeKk» U «MI» moka3zaHbl OTACIBbHO JJIA TCKCTOB, HAIIMCAHHBIX JIFOAbMHU, U TCKCTOB,

creHepupoBaHubix .

Attributed source . Human . Al

100% 1

75% 1

50%

Source attributions

25% 1

0%

Human Al Human

w2

Al Human Al

Actual text origin

These asymmetries are the reason the
analysis now moves away from overall
accuracy and toward perceived Al-likeness at
the text level. Instead of asking only how
often attribution breaks down, the key issue is
whether the same texts are consistently
judged as Al-like under different evaluation
conditions.

Perceived Al-likeness was not stable
across evaluation regimes (Supplementary
Table S5). Of the 27 texts shared by W1 and
W2, text-level Al-attribution rates were
basically unrelated (Spearman’s p = —.07,
bootstrap 95% CI [—.45, .34], permutation p =
.72). The W1-W3 correlation was also weak
across nine shared texts (p = .33, 95% CI
[-.46, 83], p = .38), and the W2-W3
correlation across 10 texts was similarly weak
(p = —.25, 95% CI [-.70, .38], p = .48).
Overall, there was little evidence that texts
kept the same ordering from more human-like

to more Al-like across different evaluation
regimes.

This instability was especially clear in
the W3 subset. For the same 10 texts, the
mean Al-attribution rate in W2 was .700 for
Al-generated texts and .267 for human-
authored texts. In W3, however, the pattern
reversed: the corresponding rates were .525
and .654, respectively. Among the nine
stimuli that were also evaluated in W1, the
mean rates were .585 for Al-generated texts
and .600 for human-authored texts.

Individual ~ texts  highlight  this
dependence even more (Figure 3). The Al-
generated TO3 stayed consistently Al-like
across W1, W2, and W3 (.67, .67, and .88).
By contrast, the human-authored TO02 shifted
from .67 in W1 to 0 in W2 and then to .73 in
W3, and T17 moved from 1.00 to .33 and
then to .88. Meanwhile, the Al-generated T26
moved in the opposite direction, going from
.67 in both W1 and W2 down to .19 in W3,
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Figure 3. Text-level perceived Al-likeness across evaluation regimes. Al-attribution rates are
shown for all 28 stimuli, separately for human-authored and Al-generated texts and ordered by text

identifier within each origin group.

Pucynok 3. Bocnpunumaemasi MHM-moxokecTh OTAENbHBIX TEKCTOB B Pa3HBIX PpPeKUMAX
ouenku. Jlomu arpubynuit UM nokazansl as Bcex 28 TEKCTOB; BHYTPU KaXKIOW TPYMIBI TEKCThI

YIOPSIIOYEHBI 110 UX UICHTH(PHUKATOpaM.
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Perceived Al-likeness, however, wasn’t
consistent across different evaluation setups.
While some texts repeatedly appeared more
Al-like or more human-like, others shifted
their classification considerably depending on
the particular evaluation setting.

3.3. Objective linguistic structure did
not map consistently onto Al attribution

We next checked whether the linguistic
features that distinguished the two true origins
were also the same features that made the
texts seem Al-generated. For the most part,
the answer was no.

Looking at the text level, neither the
semantic dimension nor the stylometric
dimension of PC1 was linked to the Al-
attribution rate in W1 (semantic: p =.190, p =
.342; stylometric: p =.068, p =.736) or in W3
(semantic: p = —.311, p = .382; stylometric: p
= =317, p = .372). W2 seemed different at
first: Al-attribution rates correlated with both
the Al-leaning semantic PC1 (p = 425, p =
.024) and the stylometric PC1 (p = .518, p =
.0048). But once we adjusted for the actual
origin, those links disappeared. In the
grouped, bias-reduced models, neither
semantic PC1 (OR = .935, p = .760) nor
stylometric PC1 (OR = 1.16, p = .516)
independently predicted W2 Al attribution.

The same conclusion showed up at the
individual-response level. In a mixed-effects
logistic model that included both objective
dimensions, actual Al origin strongly
increased the odds of an Al attribution (OR =
6.97, 95% CI [2.55, 19.0], p = .00015). By
contrast, semantic PC1 (OR = .928, 95% CI
[.601, 1.43], p = .737) and stylometric PC1
(OR = 1.17, 95% CI [.750, 1.84], p = .484)
did not add independent predictive power.
Within-origin correlations in W2 were also
weak, and once again, origin-adjusted effects
stayed non-significant in W1 and W3
(Supplementary Table S6).

Overall, the structure of actual origin
and the structure of Al attribution were
clearly separable. The latent dimensions that
most strongly distinguished human-written
texts from Al-generated ones did not reliably

explain differences in perceived Al-likeness
once actual origin was accounted for.

We can see this dissociation in
individual examples. Human-authored T17
landed on the Al-associated side of the
semantic axis and was often attributed to Al.
Meanwhile, TO02 attracted high false-Al
attribution even though it sat on the human-
associated side of that same axis. Conversely,
Al-generated T26 fell on the human-
associated side of the stylometric axis and
was mostly judged as Human in W3. So, at
the level of single texts, an objective position
in the linguistic space tied to origin did not
consistently map onto perceived Al-likeness.

Al generation did leave a measurable
semantic and stylometric signature in this
dataset, but readers did not end up treating
that signature as a stable perceptual cue for
source attribution.

That finding points to a more specific
possibility:  maybe particular  objective
features still carry similar attributional
meaning across different regimes, even if the
main origin dimensions do not. To examine
this, we estimated regime-specific
associations for all 46 semantic and 12
stylometric features, controlling for actual
origin, and then compared matched stimulus
sets using fixed full-corpus standardization.

At the level of complete feature
profiles, cross-regime correspondence was
limited. For semantic features, the matched-
stimulus  coefficient vectors correlated
negatively between W1 and W2 (Spearman’s
p = —.310; 27 shared texts) and between W2
and W3 (p = —.567; 10 shared texts). In
contrast, W1 and W3 showed essentially no
correspondence (p = .070; nine shared texts).
Stylometric profiles showed weaker and less
consistent agreement (p = .042, .266, and
378, respectively). Leave-one-text-out
analyses largely kept the negative semantic
correspondence patterns for W1-W2 and
W2-W3, though the W2-W3 result was
somewhat sensitive to leaving out one
stimulus (Supplementary Table S7). In short,
the cue profile linked to Al attribution did not
carry over across the three regimes.
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The clearest differences appeared in the
direct W2-W3 comparison, using the same 10
stimuli. Seven Wave X Feature interactions
remained significant after FDR correction
(four semantic and three stylometric) and all
seven involved a reversal in the direction of
association  between W2 and W3
(Supplementary Table S8). For stylometric
features, mean word length flipped from a
negative association with Al attribution in W2
(B =-.871) to a positive association in W3 (B
= .631; interaction OR = 4.49, p = .00022).
Lexical density showed the same pattern of
reversal (f = —.987 vs. .261; interaction OR =
3.48, p = .00037), whereas function-word rate
reversed in the opposite direction (B = .416
vs. —.483; interaction OR = .407, p =.0020).

These  stylometric  reversals are
especially striking when viewed alongside the
actual-origin structure described in Section
3.1. In the full corpus, greater use of function
words characterized the  Al-associated
stylometric pole, whereas longer words and
higher lexical density characterized the
human-associated pole. The W2 slopes for all
three features followed the same direction as
that objective contrast, but the W3 slopes
went in the opposite direction. This alignment
is descriptive and does not mean that W2
participants consciously adopted the objective
origin signature.

Four semantic alignment dimensions
displayed similar reversals. EmoPleasant
moved from B =—1.08 in W2 to B = 1.34 in
W3 (interaction OR = 11.2, p = .00042);
EmoSentiment shifted from = 1.14 to —.781
(OR = .147, p = .00072); EmoSurprised went
from B = —.675 to .440 (OR = 3.05, p =
.0017); and SpatialNumber changed from § =
1.06 to —.641 (OR = .183, p = .0019). Since
these  predictors are embedding-based

measures of semantic alignment, the reversals
reflect changes in the attributional relevance
of semantic positioning toward these
domains, rather than straightforward effects
of lexical frequency.

These interaction patterns also proved
highly stable when stimuli were deleted.
Across all seven W2-W3 features, the sign of
the Wave X Feature coefficient stayed the
same in all 10 leave-one-text-out analyses. In
six of the seven features, the wave-specific
slopes reversed in every iteration, and mean
word length did so in 9 out of 10 cases
(Supplementary Table S8).

The W1-W2 comparison was different
in scope. Of the 27 shared texts, no semantic
interactions remained after FDR correction,
and only one stylometric variable emerged:
mean word length. Longer  words
corresponded to higher Al attribution in W1
(B = .533) but lower AI attribution in W2
(B = —.448), producing an interaction OR of
.375. This reversal held the same direction
even after removing each individual stimulus.
For W1-W3, no FDR-significant interactions
were found, although this analysis involved
only nine shared texts (Supplementary
Table S9). The main regime-dependent
reversals are summarized The language
signals linked to Al attribution thus differed
depending on the evaluation setup. The
biggest contrast showed up between W2 and
W3, where seven semantic or stylometric cues
shifted in the opposite direction; in
comparison, W1 and W2 diverged in a more
limited way. That means a feature like lexical
density, average word length, or the rate of
function words could be tied to Al attribution
under one regime and to Human attribution
under another.in Figure 4.
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Figure 4. Regime-dependent differences in linguistic cue associations with Al attribution:
A) Regime-specific standardized coefficients for the seven semantic and stylometric features
showing FDR-significant W2-W3 Wave x Feature interactions; all seven reversed direction
between regimes; B) Mean word length, the single feature showing an FDR-significant W1-W2
interaction; C) No semantic or stylometric Wave x Feature interaction survived FDR correction in
the W1-W3 comparison, which was based on nine shared texts.

Pucynok 4. Pazimumsi Mexay peXKHMaMH OLEHKH B CBSI3M SI3bIKOBBIX INPH3HAKOB €
arpudyumeii MM: A) CranpaptuzoBaHHble KOI(PQUIMEHTHl JUII CEMH CEMAaHTHUYECKUX U
CTUJIOMETPUUYECKUX MPU3HAKOB, Y KOTOPHIX BO cpaBHeHUH W2-W3 B3auMoOACHCTBHE pedcum X
NpU3HAaK OCTAIOCh 3Ha4YMMbIM Mocie FDR-koppekunu; BO BCEX CEMH ClIy4asix HaIlpaBJICHUE CBS3U
MEXIy peKMMaMHU MEHSUIOCh Ha MpoTHBOMNonoxkHoe; B) Cpeanss qiuHa clioBa — €IMHCTBEHHBIH
IIpU3HaK, uid Kortoporo B3aumopeiicteue W1-W2 ocranocs 3HaunmbiM nocine FDR-koppekuuy;
C) B cpaBaennn W1-W3, ocHOBaHHOM Ha ACBSATH OOIIMX TEKCTAaX, HU ISl OJTHOTO CEMAaHTUYECKOTO
WM CTUJIOMETPUYECKOI0 IPU3HAKA B3aUMOAECHCTBUE pedrcum X npusHaxk HE COXPAHWIIO 3HAUUMOCTb
nocie FDR-koppekiuu.
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Function-word rate 4 A J ®
-1 0 ;
Standardized coefficient for Al attribution
B
Evaluation regime W w1 @® W2
Mean word length @ ‘ n
-1 0 1
Standardized coefficient for Al attribution
C

No FDR-significant Wave x Feature interactions
46 semantic + 12 stylometric features
9 shared texts

W1 vs W3
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3.4. Perceived Al-likeness in Cohort 3
was organized by authorial-experiential
presence versus schematic generality

The W3 ratings gave a different
perspective on what readers were reacting to.
Out of the 13 perceptual dimensions, 11 were
linked to Al attribution after Benjamini-
Hochberg correction, using separate crossed
mixed-effects models that controlled for the
texts’ actual origin. Al attribution became
more likely with greater generality, template-
likeness, and obviousness. In contrast,
stronger signals of authorial belief and
emotion, along with personal and physical
experience, author imaginability, vividness,
pleasantness, and trust all lowered the odds of
attributing the text to Al. Auditory and scene
imagery, however, did not hold up after
correction (see Supplementary Table S10).

The pattern showed up at two different
levels. At the between-text level, seven
dimensions kept FDR-significant differences,
while at the within-text level, 12 out of 13
displayed significant effects. On average,
texts that readers perceived as more general or
template-like drew more Al attributions. In
contrast, texts that were seen as more

personally grounded, imaginable, emotionally
situated, and trustworthy led to fewer Al
attributions.  Similar  relationships  also
appeared across different readers evaluating
the same stimulus, which suggests the finding
wasn’t just a side effect of consistent
differences  among the 10  texts
(Supplementary Table S11).

A principal component analysis (PCA)
on the within-linguist centered ratings
captured this coordination using a single
retained component. PC1 had an eigenvalue
of 5.90, accounted for 45.4% of the variance,
and was larger than the 95th-percentile null
eigenvalue of 1.74 in permutation-based
parallel analysis. Variables such as personal
experience, authorial  belief,  physical
experience, trust, author imaginability, scene
imagery, authorial emotion, and vividness
loaded positively. Meanwhile, generality,
template-likeness, and obviousness loaded
negatively. We interpret this component as
reflecting a trade-off between authorial—
experiential  presence and  schematic
generality (Supplementary Table S12). Figure
5 summarizes the individual effects and the
latent structure.

Figure 5. Perceptual organization of Al attribution in Cohort 3: A) Effect estimates for the 11
perceptual dimensions significantly associated with binary Al attribution after Benjamini—Hochberg
correction. Odds ratios below 1 indicate lower odds of Al attribution and values above 1 higher
odds; B) Loadings of all 13 perceptual ratings on the retained unsupervised component, oriented
from schematic generality at the negative pole to authorial-experiential presence at the positive
pole; C) Associations of the retained component with Al attribution in the primary binary model, its
between-text and within-text decomposition, and the ordinal sensitivity analysis.

Pucynok 5. IlepuentuBHas opranuzanus atpudyuuun UM B xoropre 3: A) Ouenku 3¢ppexTos
s 11 mepuenTUBHBIX IIKaJ, KOTOPbIE COXPAHWIM 3HAYUMYIO CBA3b ¢ OuHapHOW atpubyuueit N1
nocie kKoppekiuu benmkamuan-Xoxoepra. OTHOIICHHS IIAHCOB MeEHbIIE | COOTBETCTBYIOT
CHIDKEHHIO BeposTHocTH atpuOyuuu MU, 3Hadyenus Gonpmie 1 — e€ yBenuyenuto; B) Harpysku
BceX 13 meprenTUBHBIX OLICHOK Ha €IWHCTBEHHYIO COXPAaHEHHYIO KOMIIOHEHTY, MOJy4YeHHYIO0 0e3
yuéta aTpuOylMii; OTPHUIATENBHBIA TOJIIOC COOTBETCTBYET CXEMaTHUYeCKOH 0000mEHHOCTH,
MOJIOKUTEIBHBINA — aBTOPCKOMY MpUCYTCTBUIO; C) CBsA3b COXpaHEHHOW KOMIIOHEHTHI C aTpulynuen
NN B ocHOBHOW OWHapHOW Mojenu, MNpH pa3liokeHuH d¢p@dekra Ha MEKTEKCTOBYIO U
BHYTPUTCKCTOBYIO COCTaBJIAIOMIME, a TaKXKC B IOOIOJHUTCIBHOM aHAJIN3C yCTOfI‘—IPIBOCTH C
HMCXOIHOM NOPSAKOBOM IIKATIOM.
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Within W3, shifting toward the
authorial-experiential end of the spectrum was
closely linked to fewer Al attributions. In the
main crossed mixed-effects model, a one-
standard-deviation increase in PC1 lowered

the likelihood of being assigned an Al
attribution (OR = .129, 95% CI [.054, .307],
p = 3.80 x 107°). By contrast, actual origin
was not significant (OR = .849, p = .863).
This relationship held both across the 10
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different stimuli (OR = .280, 95% CI
[.101, .777], p = .0145) and within individual
texts across different readers (OR = .195,
95% CI[.094, .405], p=1.10 x 107%).

The same overall pattern emerged when
the original five-category attribution response
was kept. In a cumulative-link mixed model
that used all 160 evaluations, higher PC1
again reduced the odds of making a more Al-
oriented attribution (OR = .228, 95% ClI
[.145, .359], p = 1.76 x 107'°), while actual
origin stayed non-significant (OR = .712,
95% CI [.262, 1.94], p = .507; Supplementary
Table S12).

Importantly, the component was derived
without using source labels or attribution
outcomes, yet it was strongly associated with
subsequent Al attribution both across texts
and among readers evaluating the same text.

4. DISCUSSION

The study started with a basic
inconsistency: a text can be measurably Al-
like in its linguistic structure while still not
appearing Al-generated to readers, and a
human-written text can still draw Al
judgments. The findings refine this mismatch.
Human- and Al-produced texts differed
clearly in how semantic information and
stylistic features were distributed, but these
origin-related  aspects didn’t  translate
straightforwardly into attribution. Moreover,
the influence readers seemed to place on
individual cues shifted across different
conditions, and in some cases even reversed
direction. In Cohort 3 specifically, however,
Al attribution seemed to follow a perceptual
dimension that ran from schematic generality
toward a stronger sense of the author’s
presence and lived experience.

By placing objective indicators of origin
alongside readers’ perceived Al-likeness on
the same texts, the difference becomes clear.
Previous research has already shown that
human and Al writing can diverge
linguistically and that readers rely on
systematic cues when forming judgments.
Here, those two patterns could be compared
directly. They did not simply align, and the

relationship between any given linguistic cue
and Al attribution was not consistent across
the different evaluation regimes.

4.1. Actual Al generation leaves a
distributed linguistic signature, but readers
do not simply perceive that signature

The objective-origin results align with a
growing body of computational-linguistics
research suggesting that human and LLM
writing can still be told apart by how their
language is organized at scale. Recent work
finds differences in stylistic organization,
information  density, stance, functional
appropriateness, and multivariate stylometric
patterns (Mizumoto et al., 2024; Litvinova et
al., 2025; O’Sullivan, 2025; Chen et al., 2026;
Demir, 2026).

In our corpus, we saw this separation
across two only partly overlapping spaces. On
the semantic side, the main dimension
reflected broad differences in alignment with
bodily, sensory, spatial, temporal, and
affective domains. On the stylometric side,
the contrast was between function-word and
pronominal orientation versus lexical density,
word length, lexical diversity, and the noun-
to-verb relationship. These semantic variables
should be wunderstood as coordinates in
embedding space, not as simple counts of
particular word types.

After correction for multiple testing,
individual semantic and stylometric predictors
were weak. At the multivariate level,
however, the pattern was much stronger.
Unsupervised latent dimensions showed large
Human-Al differences that remained stable in
leave-one-text-out analyses, and nested leave-
one-text-out ridge models fitted to the original
feature sets discriminated held-out texts with
AUCs of .832 for semantics, .878 for
stylometry, and .862 for the combined
representation. Thus, in this corpus,
information about source origin was
distributed across combinations of features
rather than concentrated in a single diagnostic
marker.
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The more revealing finding came when
we compared these dimensions with human
source judgments. Once actual origin was
accounted for, neither the semantic nor the
stylometric axis on its own could explain Al
attribution. Even the apparent match in W2
vanished in origin-adjusted and within-origin
analyses. In other words, a computationally
detectable Human-Al signal exists, but
readers do not seem to reproduce it directly in
their judgments.

This gap fits with research showing that
people use systematic but imperfect heuristics
for authorship. Jakesch et al. (2023) showed
that cues people treat as diagnostic of Al
authorship may not reflect their true
underlying distribution, and more recent
studies suggest that judgments rely on
combinations of writing style, personal
experience, genre  expectations, and
communicative context rather than a fixed
checklist of formal indicators (Hau et al.,
2026; Liu et al., 2026).

The takeaway isn’t just that people
sometimes misclassify Al. This distinction
was also visible at the level of individual
texts. A human-written text could appear Al-
like without necessarily falling on the Al-
associated side of objective linguistic space,
while an Al-generated text could occupy a
more Human-associated region and be judged
accordingly. Objective origin discrimination
and perceived Al-likeness should therefore be
treated as distinct analytical tasks.

4.2. Linguistic cue weighting
depended on the evaluation regime

Cross-regime comparison revealed a
second kind of instability: the same linguistic
cue did not consistently map onto the same
attributional value across all settings. In the
matched W2-W3 group, seven objective
features produced FDR-significant Wave x
Feature interactions, and each one flipped
direction. Six of those reversals held up under
every leave-one-text-out deletion, while the
seventh held up in 9 out of 10. Mean word
length also reversed between W1 and W2 and
then stayed reversed across all 27 stimulus

deletions. No W1-W3 interaction survived
FDR correction, though with a nine-text
overlap there’s limited statistical power to
treat that null result as evidence of similarity.

This goes beyond a simple difference in
overall detection accuracy. The attributional
meaning of a feature itself shifted. In W2,
using more function words went with Al
attribution, whereas higher lexical density and
longer words went with Human attribution —
matching the same directional pattern
observed in the objective stylometric origin
contrast. In W3, all three of these
relationships reversed. The texts hadn’t
changed; what changed was the link between
their properties and the judgments.

This pattern aligns with accounts of
authorship attribution that treat it as
contextually framed rather than driven by a
fixed set of diagnostic markers. Hau et al.
(2026) argue that readers integrate textual
cues  with  expectations about the
communicative domain, the sender, and the
broader context, and that surface cues can
become misleading when they’re used outside
the conditions where they’re diagnostic.
Wang et al. (2026) similarly found large
variation in Human—Al discrimination across
languages and domains, and showed that
knowledge about relevant Human-machine
differences can shift detection performance.

W2 also deserves caution because it
followed an informational presentation about
semantic differences in the corpus. One
plausible interpretation is that the presentation
"corrected” participants’ perceptual template
and adjusted cue weighting so it better
matched the objective origin signature.
However, the design cannot confirm that
conclusion. W2 and W3 also used different
participant cohorts and different procedures,
and W3 included perceptual ratings before
source attribution. What the data support is a
narrower claim: cue weighting differed across
regimes, with the most prominent feature-
level divergence occurring between W2 and
W3.

Earlier studies already show that
source-attribution performance varies across
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genre, language, and informational context.
Our results extend that context dependence to
individual features. A measurable property of
the text can change not only the strength of its
association with Al attribution, but also the
direction of that association.

This matters for how we understand
perceived Al-likeness. A  detector-like
account would predict that features contribute
with fairly stable weights to an underlying Al
score. Our findings don’t match that idea. The
same property took on different attributional
value under different evaluation conditions,
which fits better with context-sensitive use of
cues than with a single regime-invariant
profile.

4.3. Perceived Al-likeness may reflect
the perceived presence of a situated author

The perceptual ratings from Cohort 3
point to what readers may have been reacting
to instead. In this set of 10 texts, Al
attribution went up when the writing felt more
general, more like a template, and more
obviously constructed. It went down when
readers thought it reflected personal and
physical experience, authorial belief and
emotion, a believable imagined author,
vividness, and trust. These ratings all seemed
to align along a main dimension we labeled
Authorial-experiential presence  Versus
schematic generality.

Importantly, this component wasn’t
built directly from the source labels or the
attribution outcomes. Still, it was able to
predict later attribution across the 10 stimuli,
including among different readers who
evaluated the same text. And the relationship
held even when the original five-category
response was examined. So, the effect can’t
simply be explained by the actual Human/Al
origin, or by stable differences between the
texts by themselves.

This view also fits with a growing body
of work on authorship heuristics. Jakesch et
al. (2023) found that readers treat personal
and social content, among other cues, as
evidence of Human authorship — even when
those heuristics aren’t reliable. Liu et al.

(2026) similarly identify references to
personal experience as a recurring cue in
judgments about perceived Al authorship.
And Hau et al. (2026) argue that source
attribution reflects a combination of textual
evidence and expectations about the sender,
genre, and communicative context, rather than
relying on a fixed checklist.

One way to interpret our W3 pattern is
that Human-likeness depends in part on
whether a text supports the sense that it comes
from a particular, situated source of
experience and evaluation. Generality and
template-likeness don’t have to be direct "Al
markers". Instead, they may reduce the
impression that the discourse is coming from
a specific communicator who is experiencing,
believing, and emotionally situated. By
contrast, personal experience, belief, emotion,
vividness, and how imaginable the author
feels may strengthen that impression.

This is a relational interpretation rather
than an essentialist one. The data don’t show
that Al-generated writing inherently lacks
authorial presence, or that human writing
necessarily includes it. In our corpus, there
are Al-like human texts and Human-like Al
texts, which runs against the idea that
authorial presence is intrinsically determined.
Here, authorial presence is something readers
perceive. A text written by a human may fail
to evoke a plausible situated author, while an
Al-generated text may succeed.

This distinction also helps explain why
human attribution and computational origin
classification can sometimes diverge. A
classifier may take advantage of distributed
statistical differences between the source
populations without actually representing an
“author.” Readers may instead be implicitly
asking whether the discourse feels like it was
produced by a situated Human communicator.
In that sense, perceived Al-likeness may
involve an inference about communicative
authorship rather than a direct readout of the
statistical signature of Al generation.
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4.4. From Al detection to attribution
risk: why perceived Al-likeness matters

Actual origin and perceived Al-likeness
are important for different reasons. Detecting
origin focuses on whether Al produced the
text. Perceived Al-likeness, in contrast,
focuses on why, for a given readership and
under specific conditions, people are more
likely to attribute the text to Al.

Blending these two questions is
especially risky in high-stakes judgments of
authorship. Even in professional or academic
settings, human evaluators can make
significant mistakes in how they attribute
authorship (Fiedler and Dopke, 2025), and
having high confidence doesn’t necessarily
prevent people from leaning on misleading
signals (Hau et al., 2026). At the same time,
stylometric differences observed at the level
of whole corpora cannot, on their own, justify
conclusions about the origin of any single text
(O’Sullivan, 2025).

Our results point to an additional,
complementary concern: false Al attribution
can be systematic within a particular
evaluation setup, not just an accidental error.
Human-authored texts differed in how often
they were judged to be Al-written, and some
looked strongly Al-like under certain
conditions. As a result, perceived Al-likeness
can still matter even when the true source is
known to be Human.

This asymmetry is not unique to our
data. Recent studies have likewise found that
human-authored texts can be misclassified as
Al-generated more often than Al texts are
mistaken for Human authorship (e.g., Szabo
et al., 2026). Viewed from the perspective of
perceived Al-likeness, such errors may be
informative rather than merely residual: some
human texts may systematically evoke an Al
interpretation.

There are also real-world reasons to
worry about this mismatch. When a text is
labeled as Al-authored, it can reduce message
and source credibility, the perceived
competence of the author, the judged quality
of the work, and people’s willingness to use
or share it (Lermann Henestrosa and

Kimmerle, 2024; Proksch et al., 2024).
Perceived Al contribution has likewise been
linked to lower message and source
credibility (Jia et al., 2024), and readers tend
to evaluate narratives and poetry less
favorably when they believe the texts were
generated by Al (Marklova et al., 2026; Szab6
et al., 2026).

Altay and Gilardi (2024) offer a
particularly clear example of the downside of
false Al attribution: human-written headlines
were seen as less accurate and people were
less willing to share them when the headlines
were labeled as Al-generated. So the cost of
an Al attribution doesn’t require the text to be
actually produced by Al. A human author may
be penalized simply because the text is
believed to be Al-produced.

This means Al-attribution risk is a
different practical issue than detector
accuracy. The real question isn’t only whether
a source classifier gives the correct answer,
but whether a text is vulnerable to Al
attribution within a particular evaluation
context — and what results from that
attribution judgment.

The link to trust in W3 is suggestive,
but it should not be taken too far. Trust, which
loaded on the authorial-experiential end of the
scale, was negatively associated with later Al
attribution. Since trust was measured before
source attribution and perceived source
wasn’t experimentally manipulated, we can’t
claim that perceiving Al authorship actually
lowered trust. What we can support is
narrower: lower trust and stronger Al
attribution appeared together in the same
perceptual pattern in W3.

A logical next step is not simply to
establish whether perceptual impressions
precede source attribution: W3 already
showed that the perceptual ratings were made
before the source judgment and were strongly
associated with it. What remains unresolved is
what happens after an Al attribution has been
formed. An experiment separating actual
origin, presented origin, and spontaneously
emerging perceived Al-likeness could test
whether false-Al attribution itself changes
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credibility or trust. By holding the text
constant while manipulating the presented
source — and including a blind condition — it
would be possible to distinguish effects of
linguistic form from the downstream effects
of source belief.

If it does, then the practical challenge
goes beyond detection alone. It would become
useful to identify unwanted Al-likeness in
cases where source perception affects
credibility,  trust, or  communicative
effectiveness. Our findings across different
regimes also argue against relying on a single
Al-likeness score that works independently of
context. Any practical assessment would need
to be calibrated for a specific audience and a
specific evaluative setting.

4.5. Limitations and future directions

The study has clear limitations. The
objective linguistic analyses were based on 28
texts, while the detailed W3 perceptual
analysis relied on only 10. The repeated W3
evaluations enabled within-text analyses, but
the Authorial-experiential presence versus
schematic generality dimension now requires
replication using a larger, more varied set of
stimuli.

The corpus also varied in terms of topic
and communicative context. The Experience,
Opinion, and Emotion variables offered only
broad control over content differences, so the
semantic and stylometric origin signatures
should be viewed as characteristics of this
particular corpus, not as universal indicators
of Al-generated language.

In addition, the participants were
professional linguists. Their focus on textual
form and their expectations regarding Al-
generated writing may differ from those of
other reader groups, so the perceptual patterns
reported here should not be assumed to
generalize unchanged to broader populations.

Lastly, the three regimes differed at the
same time in participant cohort, procedure,
informational ~ context, and  judgment
sequence. They were not randomized levels of
a single manipulation. As a result, the cross-
regime findings document cue reweighting

linked to the different regimes, but they do
not show which specific element caused it. A
more rigorous causal test would keep the
stimuli and participant population constant
while manipulating the evaluative frame or
source information.

CONCLUSION

Perceived Al-likeness couldn’t be
traced back in a simple way to the actual
source of the text, or to any fixed set of
linguistic markers. Human-written and Al-
generated texts showed strong differences in
the way meaning was distributed and in their
stylometric profiles, which means that real
authorship did leave a measurable linguistic
imprint in this corpus. However, the key
dimensions that most clearly distinguished the
two source categories didn’t, by themselves,
fully account for Al attribution.

Individual cues also didn’t carry a stable
attributional meaning  across  different
evaluation settings. Several semantic and
stylometric indicators even flipped their
direction: the same measurable feature could
be linked to Al attribution in one regime and
to Human attribution in another. So, an
objective signal distinguishing Human from
Al doesn’t automatically translate into a fixed
perceptual “code” that people use when
judging the source.

Cohort 3 suggests a different organizing
principle. Here, Al attribution seemed to
follow a latent contrast between an author’s
lived, experiential presence and more
schematic, generalized writing. Readers were
less likely to label a text as Al-generated
when they could picture an author who
believes in what they’re saying — someone
emotionally engaged and grounded in real
experience. They were more likely to label it
as Al-generated when the writing felt
generalized, obvious, and template-like.
Importantly, this sense of authorial presence
IS a perception, not a guarantee about the
text’s true origin.

As a result, perceived Al-likeness is
best understood in this study as a property of
the text as it is perceived, not as a
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straightforward proxy for machine authorship.
The study separates that perceptual property
empirically from actual origin and identifies
one way in which it was organized in readers’
experience. Future work should therefore
move beyond linguistic markers of actual Al
origin and examine the linguistic signature of
perceived Al-likeness itself: which textual
features make writing seem Al-generated,
how these cues vary across genres,
communicative settings, and characteristics of
authors and readers, and how they relate to
trust, credibility, and later evaluation. An
especially important question is what happens
when a text is believed to be Al-generated,
whether that belief is correct or not.

Statement on the Use of Generative Al:
During the preparation of this manuscript, the
authors used Wordvice Al (Wordvice,
model/version not specified by the provider)
for English-language proofreading, including
spelling, grammar, and stylistic editing. The
tool was used in relation to the English-
language text of the manuscript and did not
perform data analysis or make methodological
or interpretive decisions. All Al-assisted edits
were critically reviewed and, where
necessary, revised by the authors. The authors
verified the accuracy of factual information,
references, and other relevant content and
take full responsibility for the final version of
the manuscript.

Supplementary materials: Supplementary
Tables S1-S12, together with the original
Russian W3 text-perception questionnaire and
its English translation, are publicly available
at:  https://github.com/Litvinoval984/when-
human-writing-looks-artificial-
supplement/releases/tag/v1.0

3asiByieHue 00 HMCIOJIb30BAHUM
renepatusHoro HWMU: Ilpu mnoaroroske
HaCTO}II_I_Ieﬁ PYKOIIUCH aBTOPBI HUCIIOJIb30BaJIA
Wordvice Al (Wordvice; Monens/Bepcus
pa3paboTUMKOM HE yKa3aHa) Jis S3BIKOBOM
BBIYUTKH QaHIJIOA3BIYHOI'O TCEKCTA, BKJIHOYasa
ucnpasieHue opdorpapuu, rpaMMaTUKd |
CTHJINCTUKH. NHCTpyMEHT  mpuUMeEHsIICA
TOJIBKO ITPU PCAAKTUPOBAHUN AHTTIOA3BIYHOT'O

TEKCTa PYKOIIMCHU U HE HCIOJb30BAJICA JIA

aHaJli3a JaHHBbIX, MMPUHATHA
METOI0JIOTUYECKHUX peleHui WIN
UHTEpIpeTaluu pE3yabTaToB. Bce

W3MEHEHMS, BHECEHHBIE C HCIIOJIb30BAaHUEM
CUCTEMBI, OBUIM KPUTUYECKU TPOBEPEHBI H
pd  HEOOXOMUMOCTH  OTPEIaKTHPOBAHBI
aBTOpaMH. ABTOpBI MIPOBEPUITU
JIOCTOBEPHOCTh (DaKTHYECKOW HWH(OPMAIIHH,
CCBUIOK M HHBIX DJIEMEHTOB COJEPXKAHUS U
HECYT  IOJIHYIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTh  3a
OKOHYATEJIbHYIO BEPCUIO PYKOITHUCH.
JlonmosiHMTE/IbHBIE MaTepuaJibl:
Jononuutenpabie Tadauipl S1-S12, a Takxke
OpUTMHAIIBHBIA pycckuil onpocHuk W3 1o
BOCIIPUSITHIO TEKCTa MW €ro aHMIMHACKUN
MepeBoJl  JOCTYHHBI  JUIsI  IyOJIMYHOTO
MpOCMOTpa o azpecy:
https://github.com/Litvinoval984/when-
human-writing-looks-artificial-
supplement/releases/tag/v1.0
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AHHOTAUMAA: AKTYyaJdbHOCTh. CTarhs TIOCBSIIEHA WCCIEIOBAHUIO TEPCYa3UBHBIX
SI3BIKOBBIX MHJIMKATOPOB COIMAIBHOW PEKJIaMBbl, OTHOW M3 PEYEBBIX NMPAKTUK (KAaHPOB)
JUCKypca COLMAIbHONH TapMOHHMH, PACCMATPHBAEMOTO B IPOTHBOBEC arpecCHBHOMY
JMCKYpPCY KakK COBOKYITHOCTH PEYEBBIX MPAKTHK, CHOCOOCTBYIOUIMX CTaOMIM3aLUH
00IIeCTBEHHBIX OTHOIICHUH M CHUYKEHUIO COLMAIHON HANPSHKEHHOCTH. AKTYaJIbHOCTD
paboThl 00yCIIOBJIEHA BO3pACTAaIOIIEH POJIBIO AUCKYPCUBHBIX CPEICTB, B YAaCTHOCTH, B
COLIMAJIBHOM peKjlaMe, HallpaBJIIEHHbIX Ha YOEXKIEHHE LEJIeBOW ayIuTOpuu B
HEOOXOAMMOCTH H3MEHHTh €€ YCTaHOBKH, MHEHHUS, IIOBEACHHE, B YCIOBHSX
UG poBU3AIIH U HHOOPMAITMOHHON H30BITOYHOCTH.

IIpo6iemaTnka. B craThe mpejacTaBieHbl SA3BIKOBBIE NEPCya3MBHbIE WMHIUKATOPBI,
UCTIONIb3yeMbIe B COBPEMEHHOM COIMAJIbHON peKjaMe, a TakKe MOKa3aH MEXaHWU3M UX
BO3JICUCTBUS Ha IEJEeBYIO ayauTopuio. MarepuaioM HCCIE€OBAHUS BBICTYHAET
coMajbHasl peKiama, TpakTyeMas Kak oco0asi pa3sHOBHIHOCTh II€PCYa3HBHOTO
METaUCKypCca, UHTETPUPYIOLIETO YOeXKIAIOUIYI0 MHTEHLHUIO C COLMAIbHO 3HAYMMbBIM
COZIepKaHNUEM.

Leab  ucciegoBaHus NIPEACTABIsICTCS B BBIABICHMM, CHUCTEMAaTH3allMd U
XapaKTEPUCTHKE S3BIKOBBIX HHIMKATOPOB IEPCYa3UBHOCTH B COIMAIHLHON peKiiaMme Kak
peueBoii MpakTHKE AMCKYpCa COLMANBbHOM TapMOHHUH, a TAK)KE ONPE/IEICHUN UX POJIU B
BO3/ICHICTBUH Ha IIETIEBYIO ayTUTOPHIO U KYJbTYPHYIO O0YCIIOBICHHOCTh UX BHIOOpA.
Metoabl. Jlns perieHuss MOCTaBIEHHBIX 3a7ady B padoTe HCHOIb30BAH KOMIUIEKC
METO/IOB, OOYCIIOBIICHHBII MHOTOYPOBHEBBIM XapaKTEpPOM OOBEKTa HCCIIETOBAHMS.
BbeiOop  MeTOJ0J0rMYecKOro MHCTPYMEHTapusi  ONpeAessuics  HEe0O0XOAMMOCTBIO
COYETaHUs MaKpOaHAIM3a JIUCKYPCHBHBIX NPAKTUK C MHKPOAHAJIN30M KOHKPETHBIX
S3BIKOBBIX CPEJCTB. DBbUIM HCMOJIB30BaHBI: METOJ JIMHIBUCTUYECKOI'O OMHUCAHUS,
KOTOPBI OBbUT 0a30BBIM TSI HACTOSIIIIETO MCCIIETOBAHMS M IPUMEHSIICS Ha BCEX ATarax
paboThl, METOA KOHIENTYaJIbHOIO MOJEIMPOBAHUSA, METOJl KIacCUPUKALMU U
TUTIOJIOTH3AIINH, COITOCTAaBUTEILHBIN (KOHTpPACTHBHBIH) METOI, METOJT
JMHTBOCTUJIMCTUYECKOTO aHaN3a JUIs BBISABICHUS U OMHMCAHUS KOHKPETHBIX SI3BIKOBBIX
CPE/ICTB peaH3alny MepCya3uBHOCTH, a TAKXKe€ METOJ MHTEPIPETAaTUBHOTO aHAIN3A.
Ha 3axmountensHOM 3Tame paboThl HMPUMEHSUICS METOJ TEOPETHUYECKOro CHHTE3a,
MO3BOJIMBIINI OOBETUHHUTEH PE3YIIbTATHI, TOJYYCHHBIC Ha Pa3HBIX YPOBHIX aHAIN3a, B
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LEJIOCTHYI0 KapTHUHY (GYHKIIMOHUPOBAHMS IEPCYa3UBHBIX SA3BIKOBBIX WHAMKATOPOB B
JUCKypce COLMaIbHOM rapMoHuH. CHHTE3 OCYILECTBISETCS KaK B TOPU30HTAIbHOM
n3MepeHnn (000OIIeHNe JaHHBIX, IOJYYCHHBIX pPa3HbBIMH METOJAaMH), TaK H B
BEPTUKAJIBHOM  (MHTErpalus  TEOPETUYECKUX  IOJIOKEHMH U SMIUPHUUYECKUX
HaOJIIO/ICHUH B 00IIIE BBIBOJIBI).

Pesyabrarbl. PasrpaHnunBaioTCs BE IEpCya3HBHBIE CTpaTeruu — YOeXJIeHue,
aneJyIpyrollee K paloHaIbHOW cdepe aapecara, U yroBapuBaHUE (CYrTeCTHBHAs
CTpaTerus), OPUEHTUPOBAHHOE HAa 3MOILIMOHAJIBHOE BOCHpHUATHE. B pamkax kakIoiu
CTpaTeruy BBIIEJICHBI M OXapaKTepHU30BaHbl KOHKPETHBbIE peuyeBble TakTUKHU. Ocoboe
BHUMAaHME YACIAECTCS  A3BIKOBBIM  CPEICTBAM  pealu3aluy IEepCyasuBHOCTU —
Nepcya3suBHBIM MHJIMKATOPaM: HHKIIO3UBHBIM KOHCTPYKILHUSAM, 0OpallleHusIM K aJipecary,
METaJUCKYPCUBHBIM MapKepaM, MHIMKAaropaMm COLMaIbHOM MOJAJIbHOCTH, CPEACTBAM
MTO3UTUBHOW BEKIJIMBOCTH, a TAKKE€ YMOTUBHOM JIEKCUKE M UMILIUKATypaM.

BeiBoabl. B BbIBOIAaX MOAYEPKMBAETCA, YTO CHUCTEMA IE€PCYa3MBHBIX WHIMKATOPOB
HOCUT MHOTOYPOBHEBBIN Xapakrep. [IpencraBiena THIIONOTHS EPCYa3UBHBIX SI3bIKOBBIX
WHJUKAaTOPOB COLMAJIBHONW peknambpl. Ha OCHOBE COIOCTaBUTENBHOIO —aHaIM3a
PYCCKOSI3bIYHOM, HEMELKOS3bIYHOM M HTANbSHCKOM COLMAIbHOM pEKIIaMbl JeNlaeTcs
BbIBOJ, O KYJIBTYpHOW OOYCIIOBIIEGHHOCTH BBIOOpa IEpPCya3UBHBIX  CPEJCTB:
pyCCKOsI3bIYHAS ~ peKjamMa  TATOTeeT K  I[CHUXOJIMHIBUCTUYECKUM  INpUEMAM,
HEMEIKOS3bIYHAsT — K palUOHAJIbHOM apryMeHTallud, WTaJbsSHCKas — K WIPOBBIM
crparerusaM. O(PEKTUBHOCTh COLMANBHOM peKIaMbl B JUCKYpCEe COIMAJIbHOM
TapMOHUHM HampsSMYyI0 3aBHCUT OT Y4€Ta KYJIBTYPHBIX OCOOCHHOCTEH IeIeBOM
ayJIUTOPUH.
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Abstract: Relevance. The article is devoted to the study of persuasive linguistic
indicators in social advertising, one of the speech practices (genres) of the discourse of
social harmony, which is considered to be in contrast to aggressive discourse as a set of
speech practices aimed at stabilizing social relations and reducing social tension. The
relevance of the work is explained by the growing role of discursive means, in
particular in social advertising, which are aimed at persuading the target audience of the
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need to change their attitudes, opinions, and behavior in the context of digitalization and
information overload.

Problems. The article presents linguistic persuasive indicators used in modern social
advertising and also shows the mechanism of their impact on the target audience. The
research material is social advertising, which is interpreted as a special type of
persuasive metadiscourse integrating a persuasive intention with socially significant
content.

The aim of the study is to identify, systematize, and characterize linguistic indicators of
persuasion in social advertising as a speech practice within the discourse of social
harmony, as well as to determine their role in influencing the target audience and the
cultural factors that determine their choice.

Methods. Several methods were used to address the tasks, which were determined by
the multi-level nature of the research object. The choice of methodology tools was
determined by the need to combine macroanalysis of discursive practices with
microanalysis of specific language means. The following methods were used: the
method of language description, which served as the foundation for this study and was
applied at all stages of the work; the method of conceptual modeling; the method of
classification and typologization; the comparative (contrastive) method; the method of
language-stylistic analysis, aimed at identifying and describing specific language means
of implementing persuasiveness; and the method of interpretive analysis. At the final
stage of the work, the method of theoretical synthesis was applied, which made it
possible to combine the results obtained at different levels of analysis into a
comprehensive description of the functioning of persuasive linguistic indicators in the
discourse of social harmony. Synthesis is carried out both in the horizontal dimension
(generalization of data obtained using different methods) and in the vertical dimension
(integration of theoretical concepts and empirical observations into general
conclusions).

Results. Two types of persuasive strategies are distinguished: persuasion, which appeals
to the rational sphere of the addressee, and coaxing (a suggestive strategy), which is
focused on emotional perception. Within each strategy, speech tactics are identified and
characterized. Special attention is paid to the language means of realizing
persuasiveness, that is persuasive indicators: inclusive constructions, appealing to the
addressee, metadiscursive markers, indicators of social modality, means of positive
politeness, as well as emotive vocabulary and implicatures.

Conclusions. The conclusions emphasize that the system of persuasive indicators is
multi-level in nature. A typology of persuasive language indicators of social advertising
is presented. A comparative analysis of social advertising in Russian, German and
Italian reveals that the choice of persuasive means is culturally conditioned: Russian
social advertising tends to use psycholinguistic techniques, German social advertising is
characterised by rational argumentation, and Italian social advertising uses more playful
strategies. In general, the effectiveness of social advertising in the discourse of social
harmony directly depends on taking into account the cultural characteristics of the target
audience.

Keywords: Discourse of social harmony; Persuasion; Social advertising; Strategies of
persuasion and coaxing; Linguistic indicators; cultural specificity; emotive vocabulary
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JanHas CTaTbs MPOAOJKAET
UCCIEeIOBaHUS B O0JlacTM  JHUCKypca

COHHaHBHOﬁ rapMOHHH, IIOA KOTOPbBIM MbI
HOHMMaeM  JHCKypc B IIPOTHBOBEC
arpeccCMBHOMY, B  paMKax  KOTOpPOIrO
HOSIBJSIFOTCSL  HOBBIE ~ pEYEBBIC  MPAKTHKH,
HarpaBJICHHBIC Ha CTa0MIIN3aLNI0
OTHOLICHWIH B OOLIECTBE, M IIOCBAIICHA
HU3YUYCHUIO SA3BIKOBBIX HWHAUKATOPOB
HEepPCYaTUBHOCTU B COBPEMEHHOW COLIMAIbHOM
pekiaame. MccrnenoBaHue — IpenCTaBIsCTCS

aKTyaJbHbIM,  TIOCKOJIbKY B  YCJIOBHUSIX
MH(OPMAITMOHHOTO MepPEHACHIIICHHUS,
nudpoBuzanuu u COIIMAJIbHOMN

HECTAaOWJILHOCTH  BO3pacTaeT 3HAYUMOCTH
JMCKYPCUBHBIX MPAKTUK, HANpPaBJICHHBIX Ha
CHIDKCHUE COIMAIBHON HAMPSHKCHHOCTH U
rymanuzanuio ooOmiectBa (Papenxo, 2020;
Papenko, 2026). CoumanpHas pekiama
SBIISIETCS OJHOM U3 TaKWX IIPaKTUK, a

MEepCya3suBHOCTb —  HeOTbeMJIeMOM  ee
XapaKTePUCTUKOM.
Hayunas HOBH3HA HCCIICTOBAHUS

BUAUTCA HaMW B TOM, 4YTO IICPCYa3HBHBIC
HHAWKATOPbI COIII/IaJII)HOfI PEKJIaMbl BIICPBLIC
AHAJTM3UPYIOTCS HE KaK HAOOp pa3pO3HEHHBIX
SA3BIKOBBIX CpCACTB, a KaK IICJIOCTHAasA
MHOI'OYpOBHEBasA CHUCTCMaA. Takoii IIoAX0
MMO3BOIICT BBIIBUTH HUCPAPXHUUYCCKHUE CBA3U
MCXKAY OTACIbHBIMHU MAapKEpaMH y6e)K,Z[eHI/I}I
u paccMarpuBaTrb nux COBOKYITHOC
BOB,HCP’ICTBI/IG Ha aapecara. Kak CIIpaBCJINBO
OTME€YAKOT HCCICAOBATCIIN, A3BIK HE TOJIBKO
CIIYKUT CpCACTBOM KOMMYHUKAIIUU, HO U
SABJIACTCSA HHCTPYMCHTOM nepeaauun
uHpopManuu, YOeXKACHHS U  OKa3aHUA
BiusHUS Ha ayautoputo (Annisa  Zahrani,
Muhammad Hamzah, Marpaung, Simarmata,
2025; Ertimur, Chen, 2026; Han, Ni, Amon,
Necaise, Han, Lee, 2025; Lathiva Istavida,
Joko Wibowo, 2026; Wasif Hussain,
Panggabean, 2024).

Cpegm SA3BIKOBBIX UHAUKATOpPOB
AUCKYpCa COHH&HBHOﬁ rapMOHUHN HaM
X0Tenoch Obl 0c000€ BHUMaHHUE OOpaTUTh Ha
NEpCYya3snBHBIC BBUOY nux BBICOKOH

3HAYUMOCTH. [lepcya3uBHOCTH (OT
Jat. persuasio — yOexIeHue) MBI
paccMaTpuBaeM Kak CHCTEMHOE CBOWCTBO
BBICKA3bIBAHUSI, HAIIPABJIICHHOE HA M3MCHEHHE
MEHTAJIbHBIX YCTAHOBOK PELMITUEHTA C IIEJIbIO
noOyXKIeHUS ero K COBEpIIECHUIO
MOCTKOMMYHHKAaTUBHOTO JeNCTBUS B
WHTEpecax ajJpecaHTa, a IMepCya3uBHYIO
KOMMYHUKaIuo, Beaes 3a A.B. ['oyioqHoBbIM,
ompesieNiieM KaK «OCOOBIH THUI MEHTAIBHO-
pEYeBOro  B3aMMOJCWUCTBUS  WHAMBHJIOB,
peATM3YIONINI TIOMBITKY MPEUMYIIECTBEHHO
BepOaIbHOrO BO3JEUCTBUS aJpecaHTa Ha
ycTaHoBKYy peuunuenta» (I'onognos, 2010:
2).

B kadecTtBe Mmarepuaiia WMCCIICIOBAHUS
MBI TIpe/uiaraeM oOpaTuTbCcs K OJHOU U3
MPAKTHK JAUCKYpca COIUAIBHONW TapMOHUU —
COLIMANILHOM peKJiaMe Ha TOM OCHOBAaHUH, YTO

pEKJIaMHBIN JIIACKYpPC B LEJIOM
paccMarpuBacTCs Kak OJHA M3 KIIOYEBBIX
Pa3HOBUIHOCTEN IIepCya3uBHOMN

KOMMYHHKAIIMM, a COIHMallbHas peKjiaMa B
9TOM KOHTEKCTE MPEACTABISET COO0I 0COOBIi
THUII PUTOPHUUYECKOTO MeTaJuCKypca,
WHTETPUPYIOMIETO YOCKTAFOIIYI0 HHTCHIIHIO C
COLIMANILHO 3HAYUMBIM cojepkaHuem (6onee
noapo6Ho cm.: (Isakova, 2007; I'epacumeHko,
HukonaeBa, Temupesa, 2016; HWrommuna,
2008; Mamtora, ITommosa, 2018; Taup, 2021 u
Ap.)).

[TpencraBum TIPUHIIHAITBI paboThI
COLIMANIFHOM pEKJIaMbl B BHUJE HAIJISIHOM
TaOJINIBI, B OCHOBAaHWU KOTOPOHW JICIKHUT
KIIACCHYECKU PUTOPUUYECKUN TPEYrOJbHUK
Apucrortens, HO ¢ IepepacipeIeICHIeM
aKIIEHTOB.

Ecim ke TpeacTaBUTh COIHABHYIO
pekigaMy Kak oOcoObld BHA  JHCKYpca,
ucrions3yss  popmyny, TO oOHa Oyner
BBITTISIICTH TaK:

SR = (Ethos x Pathos) + (Media
Code) — (Profit),

20e «munyc Profity — smo enasmwiii
OUCKYDCUBHDBILL  MapKep,  Npespawjaroujull
DeKIamy 8 COYUanbHYI0, A He KOMMEPUYECKYIO.
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Ta6muua 1. [Ipuanmner paboThl COIUATBEHON PEeKIIaMbl

Table 1. Principles of social advertising

COLIMAJIbHBIN AJIPECAT
(O6mectBo/I'paknanuH)
OTOC ITAD®OC JIOI'OC
Hosepue Omnarus CrarucTtuka

COIIMAJIBHBIN [TPOBJIEMATOP
(3akazunk: HKO/I'ocymapcTBo)

MEJINMA-KAHAJI

MeTtoabl 1 MaTepuaJl

B pabore wucnonb30BaH KOMIUIEKC
METOJIOB, OOYCIIOBJICHHBIH MHOTOYPOBHEBBIM
XapakTepoM OOBEKTa HCCIEIOBAaHUS; BHIOOP
METO/I0IOTUIECKOTO MHCTPYMEHTapHUs
OTIpeNeNISITICST  HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO  COYCTAHHS
MaKpoaHalli3a JUCKYPCUBHBIX NPAKTHK C
MHKpPOaHaJInu30M KOHKPCTHBIX SI3BIKOBBIX
cpenctB. JIMCKypCHBHBIH —aHaimu3 (METO.
JMHTBUCTHYECKOTO OMMCAHMS AUCKYpCa) CTal
0a30BBIM JUIS HACTOSLIETO HCCIEIOBaHUS M
NpPUMEHSUICS Ha BCeX OJTamax padoThL
JIMCKypCcHUBHBIN aHaJIM3 TI03BOJIHII
UICHTH(PUIIMPOBATE  TUCKYPC  COIHMAILHOM
rapMOHMM Kak OCOOBIH THI  JHCKYypCa,
MPOTUBOITOCTABICHHBIN arpecCUBHOMY
IMCKYpCy; ONHMCaTh CHUCTEMHBbIE CBOWCTBa

JTAHHOTO JHCKypca (uenenonaranue,
CYOBEKTHO-OOBEKTHBIE OTHOUIEHMUS,
XpOHOTOTI, MOJIaJIbHOCTH); BEISIBUTH

(GYHKIMOHATBHYIO CHEIM(UKY COLUATBHOM
pEKJIaMbl KaK OJHOM U3 KIIKOYEBBIX PEUEBBIX
MIPAaKTUK JUCKypCa COLMAIBHON TapMOHMH.
Merton CTPYKTYPHO-CEMAHTHUYECKOTO
ONMCAHUS C DJIEMEHTaMM KOMMYHUKATHBHO-
[parMaTuyeckoro ObLI 3a/eHCTBOBaH IpH
[IOCJIEIOBATEIbHOM OIMCAHUU CTPYKTYPHBIX
u COJIEp>KaTEIbHBIX XapaKTEPUCTHK
UCCIIEyEMOTO Marepuala Ha
KOMMYHHMKaTHBHO-IIParMaTH4e€CKOM YPOBHE.
Jns HaIIAHON penpes3eHTanuu
TEOPETUYECKUX  TOJOXKEHUN  IPUMEHSIICS
METOJ KOHLENTYaJIbHOTO MOJEIMPOBAHU,
ITO3BOJIUBIINHI IIPEICTABUTH CJIOXKHBIE
JVCKYPCHUBHBIE (eHOMEeHbI B
OIlepallMOHATIU3UPOBAHHOM,

CXEMATU3UPOBAHHOM BHJC. CI/ICTeMaTI/I?»aI_II/IH
OMITMPUYCCKOIo Marcpuraja OCYUICCTBIIAIACH
moCpcaACTBOM MCTOJAa KJ'IaCCI/I(bI/IKaI_[I/II/I u
THUIIOJIOTU3alH.

Hust BBISIBJICHHSI KYJIBTYPHO-
crienupuIecKux oco0eHHOCTeH
MEPCYa3sMBHBIX  SI3BIKOBBIX  HHJIUKAaTOPOB

NPUMEHSIETCS  COMOCTABUTENBHBIM ~ METO/I.
Marepuanom Juist CONOCTABIEHUS TOCTYKUIH
37 TekcTOB COLMAJIbHON peKIaMbl 3a MEPUOJ
¢ 2012 mo 2024 rr. U3 OTKPBITHIX UCTOYHUKOB
U JUYHBIX HaONIOZCHUI aBTOpa Ha PYCCKOM
(19 TexkcroB), HemerkoM (17 TekcToB) u
WUTAIbSHCKOM SI3BIKAX (11 TEKCTOB)
(MpenMyIeCTBEHHO aHTUTAa0auHON TeMaTHKH,
YTo 00€cleynBaeT COMOCTaBUMOCTb IO
peaMeTHO-peepeHTHOM obnacT).
CpaBHeHHE TPOBOJWIOCH M0 CIEAYIOIIUM
napameTpam: 1)  1OMUHAHTHBIA  THI
MEePCya3nuBHOTO BO3JICUCTBUS
(TICUXOMMHIBUCTUYECKUH /  KOTHUTHBHO-
JIOTUYECKUN /  COUMaIIbHO-UTPOBOK);  2)
1eJIeBasi ayIUTOpUs M XapakTep ajpecaiui;
3) sMoLMOHa/IbHAs TOHAJIBHOCTh U MOAYC; 4)
IPUOPUTETHBIE SI3BIKOBBIE HMHJIMKATOPHl U
CHoco0bl UX peanu3aluu; 5) pUTOpHYEcKas
byHKIUSA 1 popMysa MepcyasuBHOCTH; 6) THII
KOHCTPYUPYEMOM  COLIMAJIBHOM TapMOHMH.
KoHTpacTUBHBIN aHANN3 TO3BOJMI CJIENATh
BBIBOJ, O KYJIbTYpHOH 0OYyCIOBIEHHOCTH
BbIOOpa  MEpCya3sWBHBIX CPEACTB U O
HEOOXOJUMOCTH y4YeTa JIMHTBOKYIBTYPHOTO
dakTopa mpu  co3maHMM  APPEKTUBHOM
COIIMAIbHOM PEKJIAMBI.

Ha MukpoypoBHE TEKCTa HpPUMEHSIICS
METOJl  JIMHI'BOCTUJIMCTUYECKOTO  aHajM3a,
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HalpaB/ICHHbI Ha BBIABICHME M OIMCAaHUE
KOHKPETHBIX SI3BIKOBBIX CPEICTB pean3aluu
NIepCya3uBHOCTU. JIaHHBI METOA MO3BOJIMI
HaM 3a(UKCHUPOBATh KOHKPETHBIEC SI3BIKOBHIC
MapKepbl IEepCya3uBHOCTH U OINHUCATh HX
(YHKIIMOHATBHYIO HArpy3Ky B JHCKypce
COLMAJIBHOW  TrapMOHUM  Ha  INpUMEpe
COLIMAJIBHON PEKJIAMBI.

JUist pacKpbITUs IITyOMHHBIX CMBICIIOB,
HC OKCIUIMIUPOBAHHBIX B HOBerHOCTHOﬁ
CTPYKTyp€ TEKCTa, HaMH HCIOJIb30BaJICH
MCTOJ UHTCPIPECTATUBHOI'O aHaJIn3a, KOTOpBIﬁ
MO3BOJIMJI ~ HepedTH  OoT  (OpMajbHOIO
OIMMCAaHUsA SA3BIKOBBIX CPEACTB K IMOHMMAHHIO
UX CTpaTernyeckol (QyHKIMM B JUCKypce
COLIMAJIbHOW TapMOHHH.

Ha 3axmrounrtensHOM 3Tane paboThl Mbl
MIPUMEHWIIM METOJI TEOPETUUYECKOIO CHHTE3a,
NO3BOJMBIIMN  OOBEAMHUTH  PE3YIBTATHI,
IMOJIYYCHHBIC HaMH Ha pas3HbIX YPOBHAX

aHam3a, B LIEJIOCTHYIO KapTUHY
(YHKIIMOHUPOBAHHS [EpCya3sUBHBIX
S3BIKOBBIX ~ MHIMKATOPOB B JIUCKypce
COLIMAJIbHOU rapMOHUMU. Cunres

OCYHIIECTBIISZICSI KakK B TOPU30HTAILHOM
m3Mepennn  (mpu  0OOOIIEHWU  JIaHHBIX,
MOJIy4YEHHBIX DPa3HBIMH METO/aMH), TaK U B
BEPTHKATHHOM (st WHTETpaIiu
TEOPETUYECKUX TIOJOKEHUW U  TepeBoja
OMIIUPUYECKUX  HAOMIONEHUH B 0OImIHe
BBIBOJIBI).

PesyibraTsl

1. Crpykrypa
BO3/1eHCTBHUA

B pamkax pexiiaMHOW KOMMYHUKAIIUH,
Ha Halll B3IJIAM, 3aCIyKUBAlOT BHUMaHUS JIBE
CTpaTeruy, paszjiMyaroulfecss M0 CHocoly
JNOCTH)KEHMS IIepCYyasUBHOM LEMM U 10

nepcya3snBHOI0

XapaKkTepy BOCIIPUATHUSA nH(popManun
aZipecaToM:  cTparerus  yOexJIeHus H
CTpaTerus YrOBapHBaHUSI. Crparerus
yOeKICHHS [IPEACTABIISIET coboit
COBOKYITHOCTh peueBbIX NENUCTBH,

BO3/ICHCTBYIOIIMX Ha palMOHAIBHYIO chepy
ajpecata — ero pasym u Jjoruky. llemsio
JAHHOM CTpaTerMu CTAHOBUTCS MOOYXJIEHUE

K JEHCTBUIO B OTKPBITON ¢dopMme, Korjga cam
(bakT BO3/ICHUCTBUS OCO3HACTCS PELUMTUCHTOM,
OJIHAaKO coJiep>KaHue coo01IeHus
MOABEPraeTCs KPUTUYECKOMY OCMBICICHUIO.
SI3pIKOBas peanu3alus CTpaTeruu yOoex AeHus
IpeaIoyiaracT HCIOJIb30BaHUE APIyMEHTOB,
oOpalieHHbIX K WHTEUICKTyalbHOU cdepe:
JIOTUYCCKUX JIOBOJIOB, (hakToB,
CTaTHCTUYECKUX  JAHHBIX, CCBUIOK  Ha
aBTOPUTETHBIC HCTOYHMKU. B pexiiaMHOM
TUcKypce GakT BO3ACHCTBUS MPeICTaBIsCTCS
«OTKpHITBIM» (Oosee monpobHo cm.: (Xy,
2023)), ogHAKO aJpecaHT YacTO CTPEMUTCS
CKpBITh IpsiMod umnepatuB «Kynu!» nm, B
ciayyae couuaibHOM peknambl, «Crenai!y,
«Iloctynu Tak!». Crparerus
yroBapuBaHUs (UM CYTTECTHBHAs CTPATETus)
OpPUEHTHPOBaHA Ha OMOIMOHAIBHYIO U
4yBCTBEHHYIO chepy anpecara. B oTnuume ot
yOexaeHus, yroBapuBaHHE pEATU3YEeTCsl B
CKPBITON (opMe, KOTJia PELMIUEHTY TPYIHO

KPUTHYECKU OIICHUTH MOCTYTAIOIIY IO
uHpopmaruto, MIOCKOJIBKY OHa
BOCIIPUHUMAETCS Ha YMOIIMOHAIILBHOM YPOBHE.
CyrrectuBHas KOMMYHUKaIus, KaK
IMOTYEPKHUBAET I'. A. MupomH14eHko,
«peanu3yeTcsi BKJIIOYEHHUEM B COJEpIKaHUE
PEKJIaMHOTO COOOIIEHUS SMOTHUBHOTO
HappaTHBa, BO30Y>KIAIOMIETO JKellaHue

pPELMITUEHTa», ¥ JUPEKTUBHBIX PEUEBBIX
aKTOB B (hOpME YCTAaHOBKH, «HAIpaBJISIOLICH
JeCTBUS TIOTPEOUTENs B MHTEpecax OpeHa»
(Mupomranyenko, 2019:  266). Baxho
MOTYEPKHYTh, YTO B COI[MAILHOW pEKJiame, B
OTJIMYME OT KOMMEpYECKOM, cTparerus
yOeXKIIeHUS] W CTpaTervsi yroBapUBaHHUS HeE
IIPOTHBOIOCTABIIAIOTCS Kak
B3aMMOMCKITIOYAOIIHE, a cKopee
B3aMMOJIOTIONIHAIOT JApyr Apyra. CornuanbHast
pekiiama, peanmsyemas B paMKax JHCKypca
COLMANIBHOM  TrapMOHUM, TpedyeT  Kak
pPallMOHAIIBHOTO ~ OCO3HAHUSI  COLUAIBHOU
npobnembl (cTpaTterust yOeXIeHHs), Tak H
HMOITMOHAIBHOTO CONEPEKUBAHUS (CTPATETHsI
yYrOBapuBaHMs), YTO CO3[aeT KOMILIEKCHOE
Mepcya3suBHOE BO3CHCTBUE.
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Tadauna 2. KpurepualibHOE TPOTUBONOCTABICHUE CTPaTErvil
Table 2. Critical juxtaposition of strategies
Crparerus
Kpurepuii Crparerus YBEXJIEHUSA
PHTeD P a YTOBAPUBAHMSI
DOMOIMOHAIb-
Oo0BexT PanmonansHas Has chepa
BO3/1elicTBUA ctepa (pa3yM, CO3HaHHE) (ayBcTBa,
MOACO3HAHUE)
CxpeiTas (agpecar
®opma OtxkpsiTas (angpecar p (anp
o HE 0CO3HAET
npeabsiBJIeHUs! OCO3HAaeT BO3/ICICTBHE) .
MEXaHU3M BO3JICHCTBUS)
. Cyrrecrus
Cnoco0 Jlornueckuii aHanus, T ’
00padoTku uHGopMaIMHU KPUTHYECKAs OLICHKA BHymIerme,
P P P AIMIMATUS
Metadopsi
®DaKThl, CTAaTUCTHUKA, (oper,
HappaTHBBI,
Tun apryMeHToB CCBUIKH,
o0pas3sl,
JIOTUYECKUE LIETIOUKH
SMOTHBHAs JIEKCHUKA
Bosneup —
HNianoxkyruBHast Joxkasarp —
CornepexuTh
neJib Yo6enuts — [loOyauth
— [loOynuTh
Yacro 3aByanupoBaHa, CkppbiTa 3a
HNmneparuBHOCTH HO JIOTHYECKHU SMOILIMOHATBHBIM
BBIBOJIMIMA HappaTuBOM
«Teos meuma
«120 000 uenosex
Modrcem
IIpumep A3BIKOBBIX ymupaiom
paccvlnamucs
MapKepoB edice200H0» (LUPPOBOE
6 npax» (0bpaszHoe
IIPEJICTaBICHUE)
MIpEJICTaBICHHE)

2. PeueBble TAKTHKH B paMKax
NepcyasMBHBIX CTpaTerui

B pamkax crparerun yOexIeHHUS B
PEKIIAMHOM JUCKYpPCE BBIICINM CIEAYIOLINE
TakKTUKU: 1)  TakTHKy  ameusiuud K
YIOBJIETBOPEHHIO  0a30BBIX MOTpeOHOCTEH
PELUINEHTa; 2) TaKTUKY aleJUISILIUU K OIBITY;
3) TaKTHKy amne/usiUd K aBTOpuTeTy. B
caMoM oOIIeM BHUJE, TaKTHKA ameuIsiluu K
YIOBJIETBOPEHHIO  0a30BBIX MOTpeOHOCTEH
PEIUIIIeHTAa TPEICTABIsAET cO00M oOpalieHne

K byH1aMeHTaTbHBIM nOTPeOHOCTIM
YeloBeKa (6e3omacHOCTb, 3JI0pOBbE,
KoM(pOopT) u peanusyercs qepes

paI_[I/IOHaHBHI)Ie apFYMeHTI)I O IIOJE3HOCTHU H
MPaKTUYECKON 3HAYMMOCTH MPeaIaraémMoro
JnercTBuA. B conmanbHOM  pekilame  3Ta
TaKTUKa TpPOSBISETCA B  IpHU3bIBaX K

3I0pOBOMY 00pa3y >KH3HU, O€30MacCHOCTH Ha
JIOporax, 9SKOJOTMYECKOM M  COLUAIBHOU
OTBETCTBEHHOCTH. TakTWKa amneuisinuu K
ONBITY B OCHOBE CBOEM HMEET CCBUIKY Ha
JIMYHBIA WM KOJJIEKTUBHBINA OIBIT, KOTOPBIA

MOATBEPKIACT 3 PEeKTUBHOCTD
Ipe/IaraeMoro MoBeJAeHYEeCcKoro narrepHa. B
JUCKypce  COLMalbHOM  TrapMOHUH, B

YaCTHOCTH, COILMAbHOM  pekiaMe, 9Ta
TaKTUKAa MOMKET pEaM30BBIBATHCA  uepes3
oOpaileHHne K  HCTOPUYECKOM  MHaMsTH,
KYJIBTYPHBIM TPaJUIUsIM U OOLIETPUHATHIM

HOpMaM. TakTmka arcIAnnuu K
ABTOPUTETY COCTOUT B HUCIIOJb30BaHUN
CCBIIIOK Ha MHCHUEC OKCIICPTOB,

OOIIIECTBEHHBIX JEATENCeH WM TPU3HAHHBIX
opranuzainui. B coumanbHON — pekiame
JJAHHOM TaKTUKOM 4YacTO COINPOBOXKIAIOTCS
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KaMIaHWM, MPOBOAMMBIE MPHU IOAJEPIKKE
roCyl1apCTBEHHBIX UHCTUTYTOB I
0O0II€CTBEHHBIX OpraHU3aLUil.

B pamkax cTpareruu yroBapuBaHUs
BBIJICIUM TaKTHUKU, arneuIMpyroLue
MIPEUMYIIECTBEHHO K SMOIIMOHAILHON cdepe:
1) TakTHKa aneUIAUMH K COLUAIbHBIM H
IyXOBHBIM  TOTPEOHOCTAM; 2)  TaKTHKa
aneuIALUU K JJMYHOCTH YeJI0BEKa; 3) TaKTUKa
«HaJEBAaHUS  MAacKu». Tak,  TakTuKa
aneuIALMd K COLMAIbHBIM U JIyXOBHBIM
HOTPEOHOCTSIM peann3yeTcs IOCPEICTBOM
oOpamieHuss K MOTPEeOHOCTH B IPHU3HAHUM,
caMmopean3aluy, MIPUHA]JIEKHOCTH K
rpymnmne, 4YTo OCOOCHHO  3HAuYuMoO IS

JMCKypca  COIMaJbHOW  rapMoHuu. B
COLIMAIbHOU pekiiame 3Ta TaKTHKa
peanusyercs yepes WHKJIIO3UBHbBIC

KOHCTPYKLIUHU W TO3UTHBHYIO BEXKIUBOCTb.
TakTuka anewIsiuuu K JUYHOCTH 4YeJIOBEKa
Mpe/ICTaBIsIeT co00 MepcoOHUBUITUPOBAHHOE
oOpalmieHre, akKUeHTHPYIOIee YHUKAIbHOCTD
U UEHHOCTh Kaxjoro anpecara. JlanHas
TaKTUKa  CIIOCOOCTBYET  (POPMHPOBAHUIO
JUYHON OTBETCTBEHHOCTU U JMIIATUYECKOTO

BOCTIPUATHS COLIMATBHBIX Mpobiem. TakTuka
«HAJCBAaHUS MAaCKW» CO3JaeT Yy ajapecara
OIYIIEHHUS, YTO OH JOOPOBOJIBHO H
CaMOCTOSITENILHO MPUHUMAET PEIIeHUe, TOT/1a
Kak Ha caMOM Jielie €ero IOBEJCHHE
HAIPaBIIICTCS CKPBITHIMH
KOMMYHHUKAaTUBHBIMA  yCTAaHOBKaMHu.  JTa
TaKTHKa TECHO CBSI3aHA C MEXaHU3MaMH
MaHUNYJISIUU, KOrja KOMMYHHUKAaToOp He
OT/IaBaJl PEUUINUCHTY HUKAKUX KOMAaHJ, HU O
4YeM ero He MPOCHJ, HO TOT IOYEMY-TO CaM
3ax0TeNl YTO-TO CHeNaTh JJs Hero. TakTuka
oOpaiieHuss K  OMOLUSAM  pEUUIUEHTa
OpUEHTUPOBAHA Ha AKTyaJIN3aINI0
YYBCTBEHHOTO  BOCIHPHSTHS  COIMAIIbHOM
pOOJIEMBI. B 3aBUCUMOCTH oT
KOMMYHHUKATHBHOW 3aJauydl  HCIOJIb3YIOTCS
pa3IMYHbIC AMOLMOHAIBHBIC MOIYCHl — OT
cTpaxa (Kak MpeaymnpexaeHUs O HEeraTUBHBIX
MOCJIC/ICTBHSIX) 10 HAACKIbI U JTIOBEpHUs (Kak
OCHOBBI JIJIsl IO3UTUBHBIX U3MEHEHUN ).

BeigenuM  pUTOpUYECKHE  TOIOCHI
(oOmue mMecra) conuanbHOM pekimambl. Huke
B Tabmume 3  mpencrtaBieHa — cxema
PUTOPHYECKON apryMeHTaIUU:

Ta6auuna 3. Putopudeckuie TONOCH COIUAIBHON peKIaMbl

Table 3. Rhetorical toposes of social advertising

1. Tonoc yrpo3si (Ctpax)

«Kypenue yousaemy»

Anennsnusi K ”HCTUHKTY
CaMOCOXpaHEeHHUS

JIaBJICHUE)

2. Tonoc croiga (CoumanbHoe | « 1b1 He maxou, Kak ece?»

Anennsnus K KoHGOPMHU3MY

3. Tonoc xeptTBbI (OMIaTuA): | «/lomoeu borvHomy pebenkyy | ANENSAIUS K COCTPATaHUIO

4. Tonoc «Cmanb 0oHopom — cnacu Anemnanus K Beicuiemy A"
repost (Mnentuduxanms) JHCU3HB Y

5. Tonmoc o0mHOCTH «Mbvl — 00na Anemnanus K KOJUIEKTUBHOMY
cynbObI (DK3UCTEHITNSA) cmpana/nianemay OGecco3HaTeIbHOM

3. SI3bIKOBBIE CpeACTBAa pean3anuu
MepPCyasMBHbBIX CTPaTerui B COLMAJIBHON
pexkJjame

[lo anamoruu ¢ aHaNM30M PEKJIAMHBIX
TEKCTOB, TNpoBeaeHHbIM A.B. ['0101HOBBIM,
KOTOPBIA TO3BOJMJI  BBISIBUTH  TUIUYHBIC
WHBAapUAHTHBIE  UMHDKH ~ KOMMEPUYECKOU
peKJiaMbl, B  OCHOBE KOTOpBIX  JI€XKaT
pa3IUYHbIE THUIHI OIEHKHA, MOXHO BBIJCIUTH
WMUJIKU, PETYISIPHO  BCTpEYarou[uecs B
couuangbHOU pexname: 1) UMUK "Xoporiee

neno"; 2) uMuIK 'mone3Hoe JeucTBue';
3) umumxk "6maropogaHoe neno". Tak, UMUK
"xopolee 7eno" oOCHOBaH Ha OOIIel OlLieHKe,
BbIpa)KaeMou 00I1I€0LICHOYHBIMHU
npeAuKaTaMu  (Xopowio,  3amedamenvHho,
npasuivHo, 8EPHO). [Iepcya3uBHbIi
MOTEHITMAN OO OIIEHKH OTpEeNeNsieTcs ee
«CEMaHTHYCCKOUN OMYCTOIIEHHOCTHIO»,
MTO3BOJISIIONIECH PEIUITUEHTY CaMOCTOSITEIIBHO
3aMOJIHUTh CMBICTIOBOW BaKyyM pa3iHYHBIMH
MpU3HAKaMHU, YTO  JelaeT  cooOIleHne
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pPENEBAHTHBIM I IIUPOKOH  ayJuTOPHHU.
Nmumpk «@mone3Hoe JeMCTBHEY» aKUEHTHPYET
YTUJIUTAPHYIO U TEJICOJOTHYECKYIO OLICHKY U
OIICHUBAETCS KaK IOJIE3HOE B OIpPEACIICHHON
npoOJEMHON  CHUTyalluu  PEIUIIMEHTa, a
pe3ylbTaT  OMHCHIBACTCS Kak  HamboJjee
3¢ PeKTUBHBIIA; MIPOSIBIISETCS B
JEMOHCTPALIMM  COUMAIIBHOM WM JIMYHOU
BBIFOABl OT MPOCOIMAILHOTO TOBEJICHHUS.
NMumpk  «OmaropogHoe  JIeo» CBSI3bIBACT
JICUCTBUE PEIUIIUEHTa C YJIOBJIETBOPEHUEM
ero AMOIIMOHAIIBHBIX nmoTpedHoCcTEl
pEUMIIMEHTa W HAXOJUT BbIpAKEHUE B
MO3UTUBHBIX  SMOLMOHAJIBHBIX  MOJYyCax,
JEMOHCTPUPYIOLINX PazoCTh,
YAOBJIETBOPEHHWE W  Onaromojiyunie  Kak
pe3yiabTaT COLMAIBHO OTBETCTBEHHOIO H
COITMAJILHO o100psieMoro TTOBEICHUS.
Boinenenne  "ummmkeil"  npu aHanmse
MEPCya3suBHBIX CTpAaTeruidi B  COLMAJIBLHOMU
peKilaMe  CIIOCOOCTBYET  CHUCTEMaTH3aIluu
Pa3pO3HEHHBIX KPEATUBHBIX PEIICHUNH |

BBIAIBJICHHUIO FHY6I/IHHLIX MCXaHHU3MOB
BOSI[GﬁCTBHH, BBIXOJAIIUX 3a IpEaciibl
CUTYaTUBHOI'O KOHTCKCTa KOHerTHOﬁ

Kammanud. Tak, I BCceX  TEKCTOB
COIlMAJIbHOM peKJIaMbl, HaIpaBJICHHBIX Ha
MojJiepKaHue  JII0OOro  WU3  UMHJDKEH,
XapakTepHa a0COMIOTHU3AIMS TTOTOKUTEIHHOM
OLIEHKH, T.C. PACIOJIO0KEHUE OMPEICIICHHBIX
XapaKTepUCTHK B  OONACTH  MaKCUMyMa
OIIEHOYHOM mKanbl. K S3bIKOBBIM cpeficTBam
BBIp@XKEHUS  aOCONIOTHO  TMOJIOKHTEIBHOM

OLICHKA  OTHOCATCS: 1)  nekcuueckue
€IMHUIIBI, 0003HAYAIOIINE BBICUIYIO CTENEHb
OIICHKH (abconromno, bezynpeuno,
co8epuienHo, MAKCUMALBHO), 2)
WHTECHCU(PUKATOPHI (ucknrouumensho,
ocobenHo, Kpaiine); KOMITIO3HTHI,
HKCIPECCHBHO BBIPAKAIOIIHE
runepOoIN3uPOBAHHYIO OLICHKY; 3)

JICKCHYCCKHE CAWMHUIIBI C CEeMaHTHKOM

reHepal3alii U YHUBEPCAILHOCTH (6ce20a,
6ez0e, Kaxtcoblil).

4. TI'mOpuamsanusi KaHpPOB KakK
nepcyasuBHasi cTpaTerus
s pedeBBIX INPaKkTHK  JIUCKypca

COIMAJbHOM  TapMOHMHM, K  KOTOPBIM
OTHOCHUTCS COLMaJbHAas peKjIamMa, OCOOBIH
UHTEpPEC  MPEACTaBIACT  HCIOJIb30BAHHE

rUOpUIHBIX JKaHpOB (Oosee MoIpoOOHO CM.:

(Uepnsickas, T'opmkoBa, 2025))  kak
MHCTPYMEHTA MEPCya3MBHONM KOMMYHUKALIUH.
['uGpunuzanus KaHpa CTaHOBUTCSA
KOMMYHUKaTUBHOU CTpaTeruen,

MO3BOJISIIONICH OCYIECTBUTh BO3JICHCTBHE Ha
azipecata uepe3 COBMEICHHE TPU3HAKOB JABYX
u Ooyiee TEKCTOBBIX JKaHpPOB. JKaHpoBas
noJndoHUs B COLMAIBHON PEKJIaMe CO3AaeT
abdeKkT  «CcBOM-uykoi»  TpaHchHOpMaLIUU:
dopma MIPUBBIYHOTO, MIOBCEHEBHOTO
OOIICHUST CIIY)KUT ISl Mepeauyd COLUUAIBHO
3HAYMMOTO  COJAEp)KaHUsS, UYTO  CHIDKAeT
NICUXOJIOTHYECKYI0 ~ 3alllUTy  ajpecara M

MOBBIIIAET BOCIIPUUMYHUBOCTH K
yOexaaromemy BO3/ICIICTBHIO. Teker
COIIMAIBHOM  peKJIamMbl  MOXET  OBITh
odopmiieH KaK JIMYHBIHA pasroBop,

UHCTPYKLHUS, pEeUenT, HHIMKIONeAnYecKas
CTaThd WJIM HHTEpPHET-4aT U Mp., B
3aBHCHUMOCTH OT II€JIEBOM ayJWTOPUHU, YTO
CIOCOOCTBYET CHMYKEHUIO KOMMYHUKATUBHBIX
O0appepOoB M  TIOBBIIIEHHWIO JOBEPUS K
coobuienuto. JlaHHas cTparerus OCOOEHHO
s dexTuBHA CEroaHs, KOTja TPagUuIMOHHBIC
JKaHpbl O(PUIIMATEHOW KOMMYHHKAIIUU YaCTO
ACCOLMUPYIOTCS C MaHHUMNYJALMEd U He
BBI3BIBAIOT JIOBEPHS.

ConmanpHas pekjlama pacrojaraercs
Ha TIEpECEYeHMM TpeX OCeH, TIne OHa
3aHUMAaET CPeIUHHOE (TUOPUIHOE)
MOJIOKEHUE, 4YTO W HAIUIO OTpPaXXEHUE B
Tabnuue 4.
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Tabauua 4. Xanposas moM¢poHKS CONMATBHON PEKIaMbI

Table 4. Genre polyphony of social advertising

Kommepueckuii IIponaranaucrckui
Ocb CounanbHasi pekjiama
NOJIIOC NOJIIOC
HN3meHnenue dopMmupoBaHue
Hean ITokymnka ToBapa
NOBe/ICHUN/YCTAHOBKH JIOSUTBHOCTH K BJIACTH
enesas aynuropus | YesioBeK Kak
Anpecar 1 YAMTOP - Onexropar/Macca
(cermeHT) HPaBCTBEHHBbI CYy0ObEeKT
3necs U ceifuac .
Bynymee (oTcpoyeHHbIN Beunoe Hacrosmee
XpoHoton (curoMuHyTHas
pe3yJbTar) (mud)
BBITOJ1A)
HNmneparus + COHTHYECKAs
MonajabHOCTD P A AOCOIOTHAS UCTHHA
coOa3H (10J12K€HCTBOBAHM )
5. Tunosiorus nepcyasuBHBIX Hcnonp30BaHuE MECTOMMEHUMN MEPBOTO

SI3BIKOBBIX HHIHKATOPOB AUCKYpca
COUMAJBLHOM TrapMoOHUM (Ha mnpuMepe
COLMAJIbHOM pPeKJIaMbl)

KimtoueByto  pons B JIOCTHKEHHH
COIMAIGHOW TapMOHHHM WTPAIOT S3BIKOBHIC
CpEICTBa, HANpaBlIEHHbIE HA YCTAHOBJICHUE
JATIOTUIECKUX OTHOIICHMH MEXTY
aJIpeCaHTOM U aJpecaroM, M, KakK CIEeJCTBUE,
BBICTYNAIOIIME B KayeCTBE IE€PCYa3UBHBIX
S3BIKOBBIX HWHAMKATOpoB. K uumcimy Takux
WHJIUKAaTOPOB OTHOCATCS: 1) HHKIIO3UBHBIC
KOHCTPYKIIMH, 2) pa3Hble TUIIBI OOpaIeHHid K
aapecary, 3) METaIUCKypCUBHBIE MapKephl,
4) WHIUKATOPBI COIMAIBLHOM MOAAIBHOCTH,
4) MHAUKATOPbI  MMO3UTHBHOM  BEXIIMBOCTH,
5) SMOTHBHAs JT€KCHUKA ¥ HMILTHKATYPHIZ.

1 Tlom "guanorMuecKMMH  OTHOIIEHHAMH" B

COLMAIbHOW  peKkjlaMe Mbl IIOHUMaeM  CIoco0
MIOCTPOCHUS KOMMYHHUKAIIUH, TPH KOTOPOM aIpecaHT
(co3maTesnp pekiambl) U aapecar (3pUTeNTb/CIyIIaTeb)
B3aUMOJEHCTBYIOT  HE  KaK  «TOBOPSILMKA» U
«MIACCUBHBIM  CIyIIaTeNb», a KaK paBHOIIPABHBIC
YYaCTHHKH CMBICIIOBOTO oOMeHa. BmecTo TOro 4to0b
"npuKa3bIBaTh", HHPOPMHPOBATH W
MaHUIYJINPOBaTh (MOHOJIOT), COLMAJbHAs peKiiama
BBICTpaNBaeTCs TaK, YTOOBI Yy PELUNMEHTa BO3HMKIA
BHYTPEHHsI1 pediekcusi, OTBETHash MBICIb WIH
SMOLMOHAIBHBIA OTKJIMK, TO €CTh YTOOBI OH CTaja
COaBTOPOM MPOLIECCA OCMBICTIEHHS IPOOJIEMBI.

2 B paMKax JaHHOTO MCCIIEJIOBAHUS CTATHCTMYECKUX
3aMEpOB HE MPOBOAMIOCH, ITIOCKOJIBKY Ha JIaHHOM
JTame 3a7ada UCCIEJOBAHUSA COCTOSATA B BBISBICHUU U
TUTIOJIOTH3AIINN TepCcya3uBHBIX S3BIKOBBIX
HMHAMKATOPOB B TEKCTAX COLMATIBHON PEKIIaMBI.

JMIIa MHOXXECTBEHHOTO 4YMcia (MBI, Hall, C
HaMH) co3aacT ahdexr 00IIHOCTH,
COJIMJTAPHOCTH 51 COBMECTHOM
OTBETCTBCHHOCTH 3a pEIICHUE COIUAIBHOM
npoOnembl.  MuKmO3uBHbILL — A3bIK, KAk
MOKA3bIBAIOT  HCCJCIOBAaHUS,  YKPEIUISAET
COLIMAIbHBIE HOPMBI U (OPMHPYET UYBCTBO
NPUHAISKHOCTH K Tpymme. B counuanbHOM
peKiiaMe TaKOW TIOIXOJ HAXOIHWT IIHUPOKOE
npuMeHeHue: «Mbl  — 3a  Oe30macHbIe
noporm»®, «Ham BeIGOp —  370pOBOE
Oynymee», «Bmecte MBI CMOXXeM OOJIBLIE».
Hcnonp30BaHNe  JIMYHBIX ~ MECTOMMEHHI
BTOpOro Juma (Tel, BBbl, TBOH), ¢opm
MOBEJIMTEIHHOTO HAKJIOHEHHS u
PUTOPUYECKHX BOMPOCOB coO31aeT 3(ppeKT
NPSMOTO JIMAJIOTa, COKpAIlaeT JAMCTAHITHIO
MEXAy KOMMYHMKaHTaMH W  IOBBIIIAET
BOBJICUEHHOCTh pelUIUeHTa. lcciemoBanus
NOKa3bIBAIOT, 4YTO COLHMANbHAas peKiiama,
MOCTPOEHHAs] KaK TMpsMoe oOpaiieHne K
KaXJIOMy 4jieHy oOuiecTBa, obnanaer Oosee
BBICOKMM TIEPCya3WBHBIM TOTeHIHANIOM. K
METaJUCKypPCUBHBIM MapKepam, T.C.
S3BIKOBBIM ~ CPEIICTBAM,  OPTaHHU3YIOIIUM
B3aMMOJICHCTBUE B MPOLECCe KOMMYHUKAIUH
" CTIOCOOCTBYIOIIAM YCTaHOBJICHHIO
TapMOHUYHBIX OTHOILICHUH, MBI, B TEPBYIO
o4yepenb, OTHOCHM BBOJIHBIC KOHCTPYKIHH
("kak HU3BECTHO", " TOJKHO OBITH",

8 3JICCI:- " Jgajic€ nmpuMeEpbl IPUBOAATCA M3 OTKPBITHIX
HWCTOYHHUKOB U JIMYHBIX Ha6J'IIO,HeHHﬁ aBTOpa CTAaTbH.
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"oueBuaHO", "00OmIEeIpHU3HAHO", ""HE TTOIJICIKUT
COMHEHHIO"), YTOUHSIOIINE U TOSICHUTEIIbHbIC
000pOTHI, a TaKXKe CPEICTBA, BBIPAKAIOIINE
OTHOLIEHUE TOBOPSIIETO K COJEPKAHUIO
BBICKa3bIBaHUS. B commanbHON pekiiame
METaJIMCKYPCUBHBIE MapKepbl  BBIMOJIHSIOT
(OYHKIIUIO «MOCTHKa» MEXIY aIpecaHTOM U
ajpecaroM, co3iaBas arMocdepy IOBepus H
B3auMoyBakeHUs. ColaabHas MOIATbHOCTh
B PEKJIaMHOM  COI[MAJIbHOM  JIUCKypCe
peamusyeTcsi 4Yepe3  CHCTeMY  S3BIKOBBIX
CPEICTB, C TMOMOIIbIO KOTOPBIX aIpEcaHT
BBIP@)KAECT CBOE OTHOIICHHE K COIMAIbHOU

HopMe u  Qopmmpyer |y  aapecara
COOTBETCTBYIOIIIECE BOCIIPHSITHE
JIEACTBUTEIBHOCTH.

B pamkax guckypca colMambHOM
TapMOHUU BBIJEISIOTCS CIIEIYIOIINE CPEICTBA
BBIDAKEHUS  COLMANBbHOM  MOJMaibHOCTH:
1) ™MomaibHBIE TJIArOJbl M  KOHCTPYKIIHH,
2) o0oO0maronye BBICKa3bIBAHUS,
3) oTuueckue oOpamieHus. YnorpeodieHue
MOJAJbHBIX  IJIArOJIOB  JIOJKCHCTBOBAHUS
("momxen", "00s3aH", "HeoOxoauMo",
"cnemyet") II03BOJIIET aJpecaHTy
TPAHCIIMPOBATh  COIMAIBHBICE HOPMBI |
oxumanusg, (QopmupoBaTh |y  ajpecara
MPEACTABICHHE O JOJKHOM, COIIHMAIBHO
omoOpsieMoM  moBeaeHUU. OJHOBPEMEHHO
HCIIOJIb30BaHHE MOJIAJIbHBIX IJIaroJaoB
Bo3MOkHOCTH ("'Moxemib", '"crmocoOeHn", "B
TBOUX  cmiax" AKIEHTUPYET  JINYHYIO
OTBETCTBEHHOCTh U CYOBEKTHOCTH ajJipecara,
YTO CHOCOOCTBYET WPHUHSTHIO COIHAIBHO
3HAYUMBIX  permieHuid. OTmeuaeTcs, UTO
MOJIaJIbHBIE TJIArOJIbl B COITMATIBHOW peKiiaMe
BBICTYAIOT KJTFOUE€BBIM CpeICTBOM
yOeXJICHHs, TaK KaK OHH OSKCILTUITUPYIOT
OTHOIIIEHHWE TOBOPSIIEro K OMHCHIBAEMOU
CUTyallii ¥ (OPMHPYIOT COOTBETCTBYIOIIIEE
OTHOIIIEHHE y chymatomiero. Mcnonp3oBanue
0000maronMx BbICKa3bIBaHUN ("KaKIbI U3

Hac", "Bce Mbl 3HaeMm'", "Kak NOpPHUHATO B

4 Tlon "cOlMANbHONH MOAAIBLHOCTBIO" MBI MOHHMAEM
Pa3HOBHIHOCTH parMaTu4ecKoi MOJAILHOCTH,
KOTOpast (GUKCUPYET OTHOIICHHE MEKIY yJaCTHUKAMH
KOMMYHHUKAIIMM C TOYKH 3PEHHS HUX COIMAIBHOTO
craryca, poJicl, JWCTAHIMH ©W  HOPMATHBHBIX
O)KHJIaHUH 00I1IECTBA.

obmecTBe")  aKTyaJqu3WpyeT  COLMAIbHBIN
KOHCEHCYC ¥ HOpMaruBHOCTh. ColMaiabHOE
JIOKa3aTebCTBO,  KaK  JIMHTBUCTHYECKHI
MEXaHU3M, OIHUPACTCS Ha TMPUHIUI «TaK
MOCTYNAIOT BCe», 4TO MOOYXKIaeT ajpecara
CJIEI0BATh OOLIENPUHATHIM MOJIEIISIM
MOBeJeHUsl. JTHYECKHe OoOpalieHus, T.e.
A3BIKOBBIE  CPEICTBA, AalEJUIMPYIOLIME K
MOpajJbHBIM IIEHHOCTSIM U HPABCTBEHHBIM
IIPpUHLMIIAM, B COLMAJIbHOM  peKiame
peanusyloTcsi 4epe3 JIEKCUKY C CEMaHTUKOM
CHpPaBeIJIMBOCTH, J00pa, OTBETCTBEHHOCTH,
9TO  CIOCOOCTBYeT  (DOPMHPOBAHHIO Yy
agpecara BHYTPEHHEW  MOTHUBAUUUA  JUIS
M3MEHEHUS TOBEICHUSI.

B OCHOBE KOHCTPYHUPOBaHUS
COLMANIbHOM TapMOHMM JIeKaT CTpPaTeruu
BEXJINBOCTH, UHTEPIIPETUPYEMBIE KaK

HAJCKHBIE JIMHTBUCTUYECKUE WHIAUKATOPBI
COLMAJIBHBIX OTHOLIEHUH. [To3utuBHAas
BEXJIMBOCTh HAIIpaBJICHA Ha INOAYEPKUBAHHE
COJIMJIAPHOCTH W OOIIHOCTH C aJpecarom,
JEMOHCTPALMI0 YBa)KCHUS M IPU3HAHUS €T0
neHHocTH. K uuciny Takux MHIMKAaTOPOB
OTHOCSTCS: 1) KOMILJIUMEHTAPHBIE
KOHCTPYKIIMM, 2) pa3HbIE€ THUIbl BbIPAXKECHUS
3a00ThI, 3) XeKU (CPeICTBA CMIATYCHUS).
KoMnnumeHTapHble KOHCTPYKILUH, T.€.
BBICKa3bIBaHMs, BbIpaKarolle 000peHue |
MIOJIOKUTENIBHYIO ~ OLIEHKY  ajpecara, €ero
JnecTBUi MM BBIOOpA, B COLMAJIBLHOM
peKiIaMe  MpeAcTaBIsAloT  coboi  (dpasbl
nofoOHble  caenyroumM:  «Tel  jenaemnib
NpaBWIbHBIN  BbIOOp», «Kaxkasli wu3 Hac
croco0eH Ha JOOPbI MOCTYNOK», «30POBbIH
00pa3 >KHU3HU — 3TO TBOU BBIOOp». BhIpaxkeHue
3a00ThI OCYILECTBIAETCS MOCPEICTBOM Pa3HbIX
S3BIKOBBIX ~ CPEACTB,  JIEMOHCTPHPYIOILIMX
BHMMaHUE aJpecaHTa K MOTPeOHOCTAM |
uHTepecam anpecara. Opasel «llo3aboTsrech 0
CBOMX Onm3kux», «Barle 310poBbe — B Ballnx
pykax», «He mpenebperaiite CBOUM 310pOBHEM
U 3I0pPOBbEM CBOUX OJM3KHUX» HE TOJIBKO
MH(POPMUPYIOT, HO U CO3/IaI0T SMOLIMOHATBHYIO
CBSI3b MEXKIY aJpecaHTOM U  aJpecaroM.
SI3bIKOBBIE CpencTBa, CHIDKAIOIINE
KaTeropuuHOCTh BBICKa3bIBAHUS "
MUHUMHU3UPYIOLINE KOMMYHHUKATHUBHbBIE PHUCKH,
W3BECTHBIE KaK XEIKH, B COLMAIILHON peKlame
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peanu3yloTcs 4epe3 BBOIHBIC KOHCTPYKIIMH,
Hapeyuss W DIarojdbl  CO  3HAYECHHEM
npeanonaokeHus. OHU TO3BOJSIIOT CMSITYUTD
WUIOKYTUBHYIO ~ CWJIy  BBICKa3bIBaHUS U
COXpPaHUThb  <«JIMLIO»  CcOOEecCeHHKa,  4YTO
0COOEHHO Ba)KHO TIPH OOCYXK/IEHUH COLUATIBHO
YYBCTBUTEIIHHBIX TEM.

Oco0byto rpymiy NepCya3suBHBIX
SI3BIKOBBIX ~ WHIUKATOPOB  IPEICTABISIIOT
OMOTHBHAsl ~ JIGKCMKA ¥  UMILIMKATYPBI

OMOTHBHAs JIGKCUKA SBJISICTCS MOIITHBIM

Nepcya3suBHBIM HHCTPYMEHTOM B COLIMAJILHOM
pexiame. MccieqoBaHusi TOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO
UCIIOJIb30BAaHUE CJIOB C SIPKO BBIPAXKEHHOM
SMOLIMOHAJIBHOM  OKpackol  CIOCOOCTBYET
Oosee IyOOKOMY  BO3JEHCTBUIO Ha
MEHTanbHYl0  chepy  penunueHta  (cm.
narpumep: (Tomomnos, 2001; TomoaHOB,
2002)). Humxe B Tabmume 5 mpencraBieHa
JIeTabHAas CXeMa COOTBETCTBUSI MH/IMKATOPOB
PUTOPUYECKUM UHTCHLIUSM.

Taﬁ.lmua 5. I/IH,I[I/IKaTOpBI U COOTBETCTBYHOIIMEC UM PHTOPHUYCCKHUEC HWHTCHLIUU B COILTMAJTLHOM

pekiiame

Table 5. Indicators and their corresponding rhetorical intentions in social advertising

S3bIKOBOI Puropuyeckasn CxemaTruyeckasi IIpumep (Pycckos3bI4HbIM
HHAUKATOP (pyHkuus (¢opmyna geiicTBus KOHTEKCT)
«Ham ne ece pasnoy, «Mui
TakTuka Crnusiaue cyObekTa u .
1. Uukn03uBHbIE 9 3a YuCcmolii 20pooy.
KOHCTDYKIHHN coJIMJapU3aluu o0beKTa JIeicTBUSL. (ckmouacres "
py (Broc) (51 + Te1) = MBI

HayaJbHUK, THI Typak").

2. O0pauenus K

AKT NPU3HAHUSA

ITepconanuzanus
0e3MMyHON TIPOOIEMEI.

«/pya!y, «Booumenv!y,
«Mama, nozeonu mney.

Jydie

aapecary (datuka) AOCTpakiysi IepexoAnuT B | YCTaHABIMBAET KOHTAKT JI0
JIn4HOCTH apryMeHTAaIl|H.
Bepbanmzanus nporecca
MI)II:HJ]eHH;[ p «Coenacumecwy,
3. Yupasienue ) «Oyesuono, umo...»,
CMoTpH, clenoBaTeNbHO,
MeTtaaucKkypcuBHble | BHUMaHUEM Toxymait «lIpeocmaeome cebey. 10
MapKepbl (JIoroc + Otuker) yMa, . MIpUITIAIIEHUE K CO-
cienoBarensHo, Crenait
BBIBOT Pa3MBIIUICHUIO.
CHmxeHune .
<ATErOPHUHOCTIH Bwmecto «He nieii»
4. Coumanbnast JeonTuyeckas JMITE ngBa UCIIONIB3YETCS «300p08bIM
- 0N Tpanchopmanus P ’ Obimb 66120010 . J|aBleHUe
MOIAJTbHOCTD JlomxkeH, cieioBaTeNbHO,
(JIoroc) Houmsito / Bakio / HOPMBI 3aMEHSETCS
Hgnemo IIEHHOCTHBIM OPUEHTHPOM.
OnobOpenue aapecara 10
«Tol — Hawa Haoedxcoay,
Crparerusi TOTO, KaK eMy YKasalu Ha |y, oo
5. Ilo3nTuBHAS "coxpaHeHust HEJOCTaTKHU. PIHUPY
" mycopy. (Jlects kak
BEKJIUBOCTh auua To1 neHeH, pe3yMITIIS
(ITadpoc + Dt1ocC) cienoBatenbHo, Caenaii PE3YM
MOJIOKHUTEITLHOCTH).

6. DMoTHBHAsA
JIeKCcHKa +
NMmkaTypsl

IBokanus u
Horanka
(ITadboc +
['myOuHHBIH
CMBICII)

IIpsiMmoe uyBCTBO B
COBOKYITHOCTH CO
CKPBITBIM BBIBOZIOM.
Texct (Shock) npuBoaut
k [Tonrexcty (Beiomy)

OMoOTHB: «bonbHOY.
Nmmnmkarypa: (ecau He
MIPHUCTErHEIIbCS, OyIeT TakK
e OOJILHO TBOUM JICTSIM).
BriBop anpecar gemaet
CaMOCTOSITEITHHO.
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6. Mo HOHAILHBIE
AHCKYPCa COLUAIBHOI TrApMOHNH
B auckypce coumanbHOM TrapMOHUU

MOIYCHI

BBIJICIISIIOTCS JIBa OCHOBHBIX (n
MIPOTUBOIIOIOKHBIX apyr IPYTY)
SMOIIMOHAIIBHBIX Mojyca: MO3UTHUBHAS

IMOIIMOHAJIbHAS TOHAJIBHOCTh U HETaTUBHAS
OMOLOUOHAaJIbHAasA TOHAJIBHOCTD. ITo3utuBHas
IMOIIMOHAJIbHAS TOHAJILHOCTH CO3/IaeTCs
MOCPEIICTBOM ynoTpeOiIeHusT  JICKCHUKH,
Nepearoleii ONTUMK3M, HAJCKY, TOBEpHE,
pagoCTh. TaK, UCCICIOBATEIN OTMEYAIOT, YTO

B COLMAJIBHOM  peKJlaM€  HUTAIbSHCKOIO
MeAMaIUCKypca, HampuMmep, Ipeodiagaer
MO3UTUBHBIA  SMOIMOHAIBHBIA  (POH, UTO
colMayIbHast pekiiama OPUEHTHUPOBAHA
MIPEUMYILIECTBEHHO Ha MOJIOZICIKHYIO
AyIUTOPHIO. [lo3uTBHAs  TOHAJIBLHOCTH
COLIMAIbHOM rapMOHUU CIOCOOCTBYET

bopMUpOBaHUIO Y ajapecara  OIIYLICHUS
0€30IaCHOCTH M CTa0MIILHOCTH, YTO SIBJISICTCSI
BaXXHBIM YCJIOBHEM COHHaHLHOﬁ TapMOHHWH.
Herarupnas AMOIUOHAIbHAS
TOHAJBHOCTh PEaIU3yeTCs MOCPEACTBOM
MPUBJICYCHUS JICKCUKH, aKTyaJH3UPYIOIICH

YyBCTBO CTpaxa, TPEBOTY, 03a00YEHHOCTb.

Orot MOJyC HCIIOJIb3YETCS KaK
MpeynpexIeHrue PEILUITNEHTOB 0
HETaTUBHBIX  MOCJEACTBUSIX  COLIMAIBHO
omacHoro mnoseneHus. OAHAKO B JHUCKypce
COLIMATIbHOM rapMOHUU HeraTuBHas
HMOLIMOHAIBHOCTH, KakK MIPaBUIIO,
KOMIIEHCUPYETCS MO3UTHBHBIMU
KOHCTPYKIMSIMH,  MpeUlaralouuMu  MyTH

pelIeHus MpooJIeMBI.
OMOTHUBHBIE HMMILIMKATYPbl — CKPBIThIE

SMOIIMOHAJIBHBIE ~ CMBICIIBI, IIE€pe/laBaeMble
yepe3 KOHTEKCT U KYIbTypHble KOHBeHIIMH. B
FOPUTNYECKOM u COLIMAJIBHO-

OPUEHTHUPOBAHHOM JUCKYpCE, KaK OTMEYaroT
HCCIICA0BATC/IN, OMOTHUBHBIC HMILIMKATYPbI
TPAHCIUPYIOT YYBCTBO paznensieMbIX
LIEHHOCTEH, CITPaBEIJIMBOCTH u
conmupapHoctd. ConuanbHas TapMOHUS B
JIUCKYpCE  YAEPKUBACTCS HE  CTaTHKOM,
a TMHAMUYECKUM PaBHOBECHEM JIBYX
MOOYCOB. CxeMaTU4ECKHA 3TO BBITJTIAAUT KakK
KonebaHue MasTHUKA, TAE€ HEraruB — 3TO
CUTHAJI TPEBOTH, a ITIO3UTUB — 3TO PECYPC A
BOCCTaHOBJICHUSI.

Cxema 1. ba3oBasi OmHapHas cTpykrypa (MasiTHUK rapMOHMH)
Scheme 1. Basic binary structure (Harmony pendulum)

JIMCKYPC COLIUAJIBHOU TAPMOHNU

HEITATUBHAS
TOHAJIBHOCTb
(Monyc IIpobmemsr)

[NO3UTUBHAA
TOHAJIBHOCTb
(Monyc Perenns)

Crpax / TpeBora / O3a004€HHOCTh

Ontumusm / Hapexna / JloBepue

"BonpHO" / "Onacuo"/ "Kpacugo"

"BepkuseM" / "Cteigno" / "Cmoacubo"

KOMITEHCATOPHBIN BAJIAHC
(Herarus mpusnexaeT BHUMaHue -> [103UTHB JaeT SHEPTHIO)

OMOTUBHBIE UMITJIIMKATYPbI
(Ckprriteiii cmpicn: ConunapHocTh, CpaBeasTuBOCTD)

7. KyabTypHO-cnienupuieckue
0CO0EHHOCTH A3BIKOBBIX HHAUKATOPOB
AUCKYpCa COUNUATBbHOH TrapMoHuM (Ha
npuMepe COUUAIbHOH PeKJIaMbl)

ComnocTaBuTEIbHBIE HCCIIEIOBaHUS
COHI/IaHBHOI\/'I PEKIIaMBbI B Pa3InYHBIX

JIMHTBOKYIIBTYpax BBISABIISIFOT KaK
YHUBEpPCaIbHBIE, TaK u KYJIBTYPHO-
crenupuIecKue YEPTHI IepCya3uBHbBIX

SI3BIKOBBIX I/IHI[I/IKaTOpOBS.

B oroif crathe Mbl XOTEJIM OBl OTMETUTH 3Ty
3aKOHOMEPHOCTh u 00paTHTh BHHMMaHHUE
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PycckosizpluHas couuanbHas —pekiama
TATOTEET K ICUXOJIMHIBUCTUYECKUM IpUEMaM
BO3JICHCTBHSI HA MEHTAIBHYIO cepy 1eraeBoit
ayJIUTOPHUH. 210 MPOSIBIISICTCS B
aKLEHTUPOBAHUU HMOLIMOHAIIbHOM
COCTABJIIONICH COOOLICHHS, HCIIOIb30BAaHUN
SApKUX MeTaop U SKCIPECCHUBHBIX CPENCTB,
OoOpalieHuu K KYJIBTYPHBIM apxeTunam u
KOJUIGKTMBHBIM  TpeicTaBleHusiM. Tak, B
conuanbHoOU pekiname «Pooume nu? Kypenue
gvizbleaem Oecniooue», TIOCTPOSHHOM Ha
kanamoype ("pomutenu" / "pomure mu?") u
npenocTeperameid Oynymux poauTeneid oT
MOCJEACTBUN KYpEeHUsl, B OCHOBE BO3JICUCTBUS
Ha IICJIEBYI0 ayAUTOPUIO JICKHUT HWIpa CIOB,
KOTOpasi NPUBJIEKAaeT BHUMaHUE K Npolieme,
BO3JICMCTBYS Ha HMOLHUOHAIBHYIO cdepy
PELMIINEHTOB.

Hemerkosi3pluHasi conuanbHas pekiiama,
HaIpOTUB, OPUEHTUPOBAHA IIPEUMYILIECTBEHHO
Ha S3BIKOBBIC TPUEMBI BO3JEHCTBUS, YTO
BBIp@)XKAaeTCsi B OOJbINEH  JIOTHYECKOU
CTPYKTYPUPOBAaHHOCTH TEKCTa,
HCIIOJIb30BaHUM PAllMOHAJIbHBIX APIYMEHTOB U
CTpOroil JeKcuueckoil opranuzanuu. Takoe
paznuune o0ycIOBIEHO KYJIBTYpHOH Cpeloi u

cenu(UKOW  BOCHPHATHS  YOEKIAIOUIHX
COOOIIIeHN I B Pa3IUYHBIX
JIMHTBOCOOOIIIECTBAX. B pekiame,

HanpapJIeHHOW mpoTUB KypeHus '"Rauchen
verursacht Krebs" (Kypenue BbI3BIBaeT pak),
MPEBEHTUBHOMN o CBOEH
XapakxTepy, HeUTpaIbHOH 110 TOHY, COAEPKUTCS
(daxtuueckass uapopmarus. OTMedaercs, 4To
"IJ11 HEMELKOS3bIYHOW COIMAIbHON peKIaMbl
OosbIe XapaKTepHO panoHaIbHOE
yOexIeHre, BKIIOYaolee onopy Ha (hakThl,
CTaTUCTUKY WU JIOTUYECKHE apTyMEHTHI.
“Jedes Jahr sterben 120.000 Menschen an den
Folgen des Rauchens” (Kaxnprit rog 120 000
YeJIOBEK YMHUpPAeT OT MOCIEICTBHM KypeHUs),
nepenaBaemMasi B HEUTpalbHOM  CTHIE"
(3yokoBa, Psboma, Illatoxmua, 2025: 230).
"MOXHO czenaTh BBIBOJ, YTO PYCCKOSI3bIYHAS
couuaipHas pekigama ¢opmaiabHO  Ooiee
HalleJIeHa Ha WHIUBUIYaTFHOTO TTOTPEOHTEINS,

hccienoBaTeNied Ha TMEPCIEeKTUBHOCTh  JalbHEHIINX
W3BICKaHUH B TAHHOM HAIPaBJICHUU.

HO B MacCOBOM MaciiTade, 4To mpuoInxKaeT e
K HeMeUKOs3blYHOW. OJHaKo aKTUBHU3ALUS
MOBEJICHYECKUX PEAKIU B PYCCKOSI3bIYHON U
HEMELKOS3bIYHON ayIUTOPUU OCYILIECTBIISIETCS
mo-pa3HoMmy. Pycckosi3pluyHasi — coluagbHas
peKjiaMa anejupyeT K SMOLMOHAIbHOU
COCTAaBJIAIOIIEN BO3JICHCTBUS, a
HEMELKOS3bIYHAs colanbHas peknama
orocperoBaHa  OoJipllle  KOTHUTHBHOH, B
COOTBETCTBUM C 4Ye€M M MPEAONpPEAeIIsIeTCs
BBIOOP COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX SI3bIKOBBIX CPENICTB
BbIpakeHUs1  mepcyasuBHocTu"  (3yOkoBa,
Ps6oga, [[TaroxuHa, 2025: 231).
"PycckosizbluHasg ~ pekilaMa  TATOTEeT K
TICUXOJIMHTBUCTUYECKHUM, & HEMEIKOS3bIYHAS —
K JUHTBUCTUYECKUM MPUEMAM BO3JICUCTBUS Ha
MEHTAJIbHYI0 cdepy MelneBod ayauropun"
(3yokoBa, Ps6oBa, Illatoxuna, 2025: 233).

UranpsHckas  conuanbHas — pekiiama,
aJpecoBaHHasi, B IEPBYIO OYEPE]ib, MOJIOJICHKH,
XapaKkTepHu3yeTcs HCIOJIb30BaHUEM
MMO3UTUBHOTO SMOIIMOHAJIBHOTO ¢ona,
rpy0OBaToro rMopa, WUrPOBBIX CTpaTeruii u
AKIICHTUPOBAHUEM HAIMOHAJIBHO-KYIBTYPHBIX
ocobeHnHocreir  (Oomee  mompoOHO  CM.:
(bubukosa, Kypunos, 2025)). Takoii moaxon
MO3BOJISIET  MPEOAOJIETh  MCHUXOJIIOTUYECKYIO
3alUTy  ayIUTOPHUM W CO3JaTh  OoJee
JIOBEPUTEIIbHYIO armocdepy oOmIeHHUS.
HampaBnennass Ha OoprOy ¢ KypeHHEM
UTANbsIHCKAasl ~ peKkiaMa JJIs  TOBBIICHUS
SMOIIMOHAIBHOCTH BBICKA3bIBAHUSI UCIIOJIb3YET
(dhopMy mpsiMOTO OOpaleHus] K PelUIUeHTaM,
pPa3rOBOPHYIO  JIGKCHKY, BOCKJIMIATEIbHBIC
KOHCTPYKIIMH, OTPULIATEeNIbHBII umnepatus: "E
voi che siete cosi giovani, non fatevi fregare.
Non mandate in fumo i vostri sogni! Il fumo
uccide! Difendetevi!" (A BbI, 4TO TaK MOJIOJIBI,
He gaiite Bac oaypauuts! He paiite
pacceinarbces B nmpax BamuM meutam! Kypenue
youBaet! 3amumiaiirecs! )6.

B  npunokenun B Tabmume 6
IPEACTaBICHbl ~ OCOOCHHOCTH  SI3BIKOBBIX
WHJUKAaTOPOB JUCKypca COLIMAJIBHOU
rapMOHMM  Ha  I[pUMepe  aHTUTaOauHOU

® Tlpumep 3ammcTBOBaH U3 paboTh: (BubMKOBa,

Kypwunos, 2025: 12).
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PYCCKOSI3bIYHOM, HEMELKOSI3bIYHOU u
WATAIOA3BIYHON COLIMATIbHON PEKIIAMBIL.
BriBoabl
B 3aKJIFOYCHHE OTMETHM, 4TO
repcya3uBHbIE S3bIKOBBIE MHUKATOPbI
JUCKypca COLIMAJIbHOU rapMoOHUU B

COLMAJIBHOW peKJIaMe IPEeACTaBISIOT COO0M
MHOTOYPOBHEBYIO CHCTEMY, BKJIIOYAIOLIYIO: 1)
WH/IUKATOPbI MEXJIMYHOCTHOTO
B3alMOAEHUCTBUS (MHKIIIO3UBHbBIE

KOHCTPYKLMM, oOOpallleHuss K  ajpecary,
METaJMCKYpCUBHBIE ~ MapKephl),  KOTOpbIE
OpraHu3yloT OOlLIeHHe, co3/aBas arMmocdepy
qUajora M B3aMMOIIOHMMAHUS, COKpalas
COLIMAJIbHYIO JMCTAHIUIO MEXTY
KOMMYHHMKaHTaMU; 2) WHJIAKAaTOPbI
COLIMAJIbHON MOJAJILHOCTH (MOJAJIbHBIE
[Iaroibl,  O0OOIIEHWUS W COIHAJIBHOE
JI0Ka3aTeNbCTBO,  JTHYECKHE  OOpalleHust),
KOTOPbIE TPAHCIUPYIOT COLMAJIbHbIE HOPMbI U
OXHJIaHMS, bopmupys y ajpecara
[IPEJICTABICHUE O [JODKHOM IIOBEJIEHUU U
COLMAJIBHO MpHUEMJIEMbIX IpaKTHKax; 3)
WHMKaTOPbI MIO3UTUBHOM
BEXJIMBOCTHU (KOMIUIMMEHTapHbIE

KOHCTPYKIIMM, BBIPAXKEHUsSI 3a00TbI, XEIKH),
KOTOpbIE HO3BOJISIIOT CMSTYUTh
KaTerOpUYHOCTh COOOLIEHHS] U COXPaHUTh
«JIMILI0» azpecara, JEMOHCTPUPYs YBaXKEHUE U
MPU3HAHUE €ro IEHHOCTH); 4) HIMOTHBHYIO
JEKCUKYy W UMIUIMKAaTyphl,  KOTOpBIE,
BO3JEMCTBYs ~ Ha  YYBCTBEHHYIO  cdepy
PEeLMITUEHTa, CIOCOOCTBYIOT (DOPMUPOBAHUIO

[JIyOMHHBIX ~ YCTAaHOBOK W IIEHHOCTHBIX
OpHUEHTALIUM.
Cy1iecTBeHHOM XapaKTEePUCTUKON

COLIMAJIbHOW pEeKJIaMbl KaK PedeBOil MpPaKTUKU
JUCKypca COLIMAJIbHOW FapMOHMHU SIBIISIETCS €€

KyJIbTypHas 00yCIOBIEHHOCTb.
ConocraBUTENbHBIE WCCTIEIOBAHMS
MMOKa3bIBAIOT, 4TO B pa3IMYHbIX

JIMHIBOKYJIBTYypax aKOCHT ACIACTCA Ha Pa3HbIX
TUIAX TMCPCYa3MBHBIX HWHAUKATOPOB. TaK,

PYCCKOA3BIYHAA pEKiIamMa TATOTECT K
IICUXOJIHMHIBUCTHYCCKUM npucmam,
HEMCIKOA3bIYHAA - K panroHAJIbHO-

JIOTUYECKUM apryMeHTaM, UTalbsgHCKas — K
WTPOBBIM  CTpPaTervsiM W IOMOpY.  OJTO
CBHJIETENICTBYET O TOM, 4TO 3()(HEeKTUBHOCTH

COLII/IEIJ'IBHOfI PEKIIaMbl HAIIPAMYIO 3aBHUCHUT OT
ydeTa KYJIbTYpPHBIX OCOOCHHOCTEH IleneBOn
ayIUTOpUH.
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Ta6auna 6. KynerypHo-cienudpudeckue

0CO0EHHOCTH

IMPHJIOXKEHUE

COIMAIbHOM rapMOHUHU (Ha IPUMEPE aHTUTAO0AYHON COIMATIBLHOM PEKIIaMbl)
Table 6. Culturally specific features of language indicators of the discourse of social harmony
(using anti-tobacco social advertising as an example)

A3BIKOBBIX HMHAWKATOPOB

JICKypca

IMapamerp
CpaBHEHMA

Pycckosi3prunas
colHMaJIbHAs peKJaMa

HeMenkos3bryuas conuajabLHast
pekJjgama

Hraapanckas
COIMAJILHAA peKJiaMa

JoMUHAHTHBII THII
BO3/1eiCTBUA

IlcuxomMHrBUCTHYECKU A
(Bo3neiicTBHE Ha
3MOIIMOHAILHO-00Pa3HYI0

chepy)

JInHrBucTHYecKuUii /
KornutuBHbIi

(Bo3zmelicTBHE Ha PallMOHAIBHO-
JIOTHYECKyIo chepy)

CoumnanbHO-UTPOBON /
IMOTHBHBII
(Bo3neiicTBue yepes
JIOBEpHE U
UACHTU(DUKAIINIO C
MOJIOJISKHOM CpeJoit)

enepas aynuropus
(BekTOp)

MaccoBblit
WHANBUIYAJIbHBINA agpecaT
(«KaxBIi» uepes
KOJUIEKTHBHBIE apXETHIIbI)

AOCTpaKTHBIN parnuoHaIbHbIN
CyOBEKT

(«rpaXkIaHUH», CTATUCTUYECKAS
SIIMHUIIA)

MononexHas
ayJUTOPUs
(«cBOI1», pOBECHHK)

Moayc TOHAJIBHOCTH

I'nOpuaHbIiH
(3MonMOHATHHBIN IOK +
CKpBITasl HAJIeXK/1a)

HeijiTpajibHo-
HHGOPMALMOHHBIH
(dpaxTonormueckas CTporocTsb,
oTCcyTCTBHE TTadoca)

SpKo-no3UTHBHBII /
DaMUIbAPHBbII
(romop, npoHwus,
SHEprusl)

IIpuopurerHsble
nepcyasuBHbIe
HHIMKATOPBI

Spkue meradopsl
OKCHpecCUBHBIE CPEACTBA
ObparteHue K apxeTunam
Kanamoyp (sa3b1x0Bast
Urpa)

Jlorngeckas
CTPYKTYPUPOBAHHOCTh
DaKThI ¥ CTATUCTHKA
Crporast 1ekcuyeckas
Opra”Hu3anus

HeiiTpajibHas MOIaJbHOCTH

[psmbie oOpamieHust
(TBI-ampecarys)
PasroBopHnas nexcuka
BocknuiareapHbIe
KOHCTPYKIIHU
OTpunareabHbIi
UMIIepaTuB +
HHKJII03HBLI

Cnoco0 momaun
aprymMeHra

AcconmaTuBHO-00pa3HbIii
CMBICIT BEIBOAUTCS Yepe3
UTpy CJIOB U
SMOLMOHAJIBHYIO PEAKILIUI0

[psimoii / IKCIITUIUTHBIN
CMBICIT BBIBOAMUTCS Yepe3 (b
Y IPUYHUHHO-CIICJICTBEHHBIE CBSI3U

JAunasioroBo-urpoBoii
CMbICT BBIBOAUTCS
Yyepe3 JOBEpHUE U
MPEAYIPEKICHUE «CBOU
CBOUM»
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. . K SMOLMOHAIBHO-
Anemnanus K MeHTANbHOM | Aeursanys K KOCHUTHBHOM .
OTHoIEeHME K BOJIEBO

cepe (eHHOCTSM,

cepe (pasymy, 0OCO3HAHUIO

anpecaty CTpaxam, apXeTUIIaM ) PHUCKOB) ;g’lfgeH(:(g;ime KHTD
)
00MaHyThIM)
1. «Jedes Jahr sterben 120.000 1. «E voi che siete cosi
1. «Pooume au? Kypenue Menschen an den Folgen des giovani, non fatevi _
co130160em Becniooue Rauchens» fregare... Il.fumo uccide!
Tpnem: Kanamoyp l'[pvneM: Crarucruka, Difendetevi!»
(oMoHmMH), HeWTpanbHas Jiekcuka, oesmuyras | Ilpuem: Toi-
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V&P 110 PIPOIYKTHBHOMY 2. «Mighty Tastji» (1 C?mel) WHKJTIO3UBHBIT
HHCTHHKTY. IMpuem: Auruiickuii coran B WMIIePATUB,
2. «Mamouxa, ne HEMEIIKOM KOHTEKCTE, ICP3KUit MpoCTOpeYne,
N BBI30B KpuTHKaMm. Kammanus BOCKJIUIIAHHE,
Z;f;j;c:;‘;lé;:m’;e :33_ Z:w’ COIIPOBOXK/IATACH CIICHAMH, anesIsIHs K MeuTe
meb HapOYXTO HAPYMIAIOIINMHA Taby («sogni»). .
Tprew: OGpaienie K (nemen B eze), C . 2. «_Invece di accen_d_ere
CAMOMY J10pOroMY U1 TPE/Ty NPk ICHHEM «Viewer la sigaretta accendi il
pebeHKa YenoBexy discretion advised». Kontp- cervelloy
(«MaMOHKaY), MO3HINOHMPOBAHHE: OTKa3 OT I[puem: AuTHTe3a,
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zh;gﬁﬁgj{:;j;{;;zgii?m’ arpec'anHoﬁ. YBEPEHHOCTH. Pa3roBOpHbIN
qyBCTBA BHHE H 3. «Viewer discretion advised» (6 | nmrepaTus.
POIITEIHCKOrO HHCTHHKTA, KOHmeKcme artmuma?aum;zx u [IpoTuBOTOCTaBICHNE
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3. «COPBHCH C Camel HCHEHBOBaJIcsI I[JIIS)[ OTTEHKOM H&CM£KI/I.
KPIOYKA! Kypunvuwux

3aeucum om 6570
cuzapem 6 200»

IIpuem: Bocknuuanue,
UMIIEpaTuB, MeTadopa
HApKOTUYECKON
3aBUCHMOCTH («KPIOUOKY),
MyTaroIas CTaTUCTHKA KaK
npurosop. Codyeranue
MIPSIMOTO TIPHU3BIBA K
JNIEUCTBUIO U
HEOIPOBEPKUMOTO (aKTa.
4. «Kynu cebe pak neckuxy»
Ipuem: Metadopa,
OKCIOMOPOH (TIOKYTTKa
0OJIe3HH KaK TOBapa),
YEPHBIA IOMOD.
Pa3pymienue npuBBIYHBIX
MOJEJIEH BOCIIPUSITHSL.

CO3JaHMs OPEO0JIa «3aPETHOTO»
KOHTEHTA.

4. «Rauchen lisst Thre Haut
altern»

Hpuem: [lepconanuzupoBaHHoe
oOpaienue («lhrey),
KOHKpETH3aIHs a0CTPaKTHOTO
BpeJia yepe3 BUAUMBIN U JIUIHO
3HaYUMBIH 3P PeKT (cTapeHue
KOXKI), HAy4YHasi aBTOPUTETHOCTD
0e3 3amyruBanus. Y gap 1o
3CTETHYECKOMY CaMOIOOHIO
BMECTO CTpaxa CMEPTH.

5. «Rauchen kann zur
Erblindung fithren»

Ipuem: CrarucTuka,
HEUTpaJIbHAS JIEKCHKA.
Pacmmpenue npuBeIYHOTO
CHeKTpa yrpo3 (J€rkue, cepaie)

Ha HEOXKHMJIAHHYIO chepy - 3peHHE.

3. «Chi non fuma sta
una favolal!»

Hpuem: KanamOyp,
pa3roBOpHas Urpa c
(bpazeonoru3zmMom.
BykBanbHO «TOT, KTO HE
KYPHT, — 3TO CKa3Ka», ¢
OTCBUIKOH K
UTAIIbSIHCKOMY
BBIPAKEHHIO «CTATh KaK
B CKa3ke» (T.e.
qyBCTBOBaTb €0
MIPEKPacHo).

4. «A Natale fatti un bel
regalo. Smetti di
fumarey

Ipuem: Anemsanus K
MPa3AHUKY U KYJIbTYypE
MO/IapKOB,
HWHKJIIO3UBHbBIN
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®Dopmynmposka «kann... fithren»
€031a€T IUCTAHLINIO U
OTHOBPEMEHHO HEOTBPATUMOCTb.
Anennsanus K ofHOMY 13 0a30BBIX
CTPaxOB - MOTEPATH 3PCHHE.

WUMIIepPaTUB, MTO3UTHBHAS
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aKT 3a00ThI O cebe.
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ce0s»). Boennas
MmeTadopa («difenditix»)
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KypWIBIIHKA U3
BUHOBHUKA B KEPTRBY,
HYX/IAIOLIYIOCS B
3amure.
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Abstract: This paper presents an empirical comparison of a metric based on
Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient with traditional and relatively new distance
measures (Burrows’s Delta, Cosine Delta, Labbé distance, Soergel distance, and Jensen-
Shannon divergence, the latter receiving particular attention) used in stylometric text
attribution. The relevance of the study lies in the need to search for and identify a
stylometric tool (a distance measure and its “settings”) that is robust to within-author
variability and feature space sparsity. The research problem stems from methodological
uncertainty in choosing an optimal distance measure for stylometric attribution. Despite
the development of distance-based approaches, the effectiveness of metrics critically
depends on corpus structure, the length of the analyzed fragments, and feature space
parameters. In the absence of a single reliable metric for attributing complex text
corpora, this study for the first time substantiates the use of Spearman’s rank distance as
a valid tool for stylometric analysis. The empirical basis of the study comprises four text
corpora heterogeneous in terms of time, genre, and language (49 authors in total, 899
literary texts). The study included unified text preprocessing (tokenization, lowercasing,
wordform-level analysis) and systematic parameter tuning for the six metrics. For each
combination (author, metric, fragment length), the optimal configuration of parameters
(number of frequent words; absence/presence of standardization) was determined,
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providing the maximum true positive rate in attribution using the k-NN method, k=1.
The results show that Spearman’s rank distance demonstrates the greatest robustness
and universality, maintaining high accuracy under genre heterogeneity, variability in
text length, and the presence of stylistic anomalies. It is established that Spearman’s
rank distance systematically outperforms frequency-based and entropy-based metrics in
robustness under conditions of genre heterogeneity and can serve as a reliable tool for
stylometric attribution.

Keywords: Quantitative literary studies; Corpus linguistics; Stylometry; Distance
measures; Spearman’s rank distance; Jensen-Shannon divergence
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AHHoTauus: B crarbe nmpeacTaBaeHo IMIUPHUECKOE CpaBHEHHE METPUKH, OCHOBAaHHOM
Ha pacueTre Kod(duirienta panrooil koppensuun CnupmeHa, ¢ TPaAULMOHHBIMU H
OTHOCHUTEJIBHO HOBBIMH Mepamu pacctossHus (ensra beppoysa, KocuHycHOe
paccrosiHme, paccrosiHme JlaG0e, paccTosHHE 3epreis, WBEpreHIms JeHceHa-
[IlenHoHa,  KOTOpOM  ydeneHO  ocoboe  BHHMMAaHHE), HCHONb3YeMbIX  MpHU
CTHJIOMETPUYECKOW aTpUOyIMH TEKCTa. AKTYalbHOCTh HMCCIEIOBAaHUS 3aKIIOYAcTCs B
HEOOXOIMMOCTH TOMCKa M OOHapyKeHHsl CTHJIIOMETPUYECKOTO WHCTpyMEHTa (Mephbl
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pPacCTOSIHUSL U €€ «HACTPOEK»), YCTOMYMBOIO K BHYTPHABTOPCKOM BapUaTHUBHOCTU U
Pa3pe)EeHHOCTH MPU3HAKOBOTO mpocTpancTBa. [Ipobiaema nccnenoBanus oOycioBieHa
METOAOJIOTMYECKON HEeOoNpeAeNeHHOCThIO B BHIOOpE ONTUMAIbHONW MEphl PACCTOSHUS
JUIs cTHIIOMeTpruecKoi arpubyuuu. HecmoTpst Ha pasButue distance-based moaxomos
3¢ (}EeKTUBHOCTh METPUK KPUTHUECKH 3aBHCHUT OT CTPYKTYphl KOpIlyca, JUIMHBI
aHAJM3UPYEMbIX (DparMeHTOB U MapaMeTPOB MPU3HAKOBOTO MPOCTpaHCTBA. B ycnoBusax
OTCYTCTBHSI €IMHOM HAJECKHOM METPUKH g arpuOyLHUHU CIOXKHBIX TEKCTOBBIX
MacCHBOB JIaHHO€ MCCIIEJIOBaHUE BIIEPBbIE OOOCHOBHIBAET HCIIOIb30BAHUE PACCTOSHHS
CnupMeHa Kak BaJIMIHOTO MHCTPYMEHTA CTHJIOMETPUYECKOIO aHaIN3a. DMIIMPUYECKON
0a30i uCclieZOBaHUS CTAJM YEThIPE PA3HOPOAHBIX I10 BPEMEHM, KaHpPaM U S3bIKY
HamMcaHusi Koprmyca TEeKCTOB (Bcero 49 aBropoB, 899 XymokKeCTBEHHBIX TEKCTOB).
UccnenoBanre BKITIOYAN0 YHHU(DHIIMPOBAHHYIO MPEA0OpadOTKy TEKCTOB (TOKEHU3AIIUS,
IpUBEJICHUE K HIDKHEMY PETHCTpY, aHaJU3 Ha YPOBHE cJI0BO(OPM) U CHUCTEMAaTUYECKUN
nepebop mapaMeTpoB JUIA 1IecTd MeTpHK. [l kaxoil koMOMHAIUK (aBTOp, METPHKA,
JUIMHAa  (parMeHTa) Ompeensiach ONTUMajbHasi KOHQUIypalus M[apamMeTpoB
(KoIM4yecTBO YaCTOTHBIX CJIOB; OTCYTCTBHE/HATMUNE CTaHapTU3ALHIH),
o0ecrevnBaroIias MaKCUMaJbHYIO JOJK HWCTUHHO TMOJOXUTEIBHBIX PE3YJIbTaToB IMPHU
arpuOyuuu merogom K-NN, k=1. Pesynbrarsl mokazanu, uro paccrosaue CrmpmeHa
JEMOHCTPUPYET HaUOOJBIIYI0 POOACTHOCTh U YHUBEPCATBLHOCTb, COXPaHsS BBICOKYIO
TOYHOCTb NPH JKAHPOBOK HEOIHOPOAHOCTH, BAPUATUBHOCTH 00BbeMa TEKCTOB M HATHYHH
CTUJIIMCTUYECKUX AHOMaJIMi. YCTaHOBIEHO, YTO pPaHroBoe paccrosiHue CrupmeHa
CUCTEMATUYECKHU NPEBOCXOAUT YACTOTHBIE U SHTPONUIHBIE METPUKHU 110 POOACTHOCTH B
YCIIOBUSIX YKQHPOBOW T'€TEPOT€HHOCTH U MOXKET CIYKUTh HAJI€KHBIM HHCTPYMEHTOM
CTHJIOMETPUYECKOH aTpuOyIHH.

KuroueBbie cioBa: KBanTuTatuBHOE snteparypoBeneHue; KopiycHas JIMHTBHCTHKA;
Crunometpusi; Mepwl paccrosinus; PanroBoe paccrosiuue Crimpmena; JluBepreHuus
Hencena-Illennona

Baaropapuocru: lccnenoBanue BBIOJHEHO NpU MOAJEp:kke rpaHTa Poccuiickoro
Hay4yHOoro (onma Ne 24-18-00570, https://rscf.ru/project/24-18-00570/.

Nudopmanus nus uutupoBanus: boukapes B. B., Adanacoes A. C., bakupos P. A.
PanroBoe paccrosiune CnupMeHa Kak HMHCTPYMEHT CTUIIOMETPUYECKOW aTpHOyLuu:
CpPaBHUTEJbHBIM aHaJIM3 Ha Pa3HOPOAHBIX Kopmycax // Bompockl TeopeTnueckod u
npukiaagHor auHreuctukn. 2026. T. 12. Ne 3. C. 52-79. DOI: 10.18413/2313-8912-
2026-12-3-0-3

Introduction. The systematic use of and their attribution. Burrows’ Delta

stylometric text analysis dates back to the
second half of the 19th century. Without
delving into a detailed historical excursus
(referring the reader on this matter to works
by Grzybek (Grzybek, 2014), Martynenko
(Martynenko, 2014; Martynenko, 2015),
Kovalev (Kovalev, 2024)), we move directly
to the beginning of the 21st century and recall
that a turning point in the development of
stylometric analysis was the publication of J.
Burrows’ now-classic work (Burrows, 2002),
in which he proposed the Delta method for
determining stylistic proximity between texts

(otherwise known as standardized Manhattan
distance) is still one of the most popular
distance measures in stylometric analyses
(Skorinkin and Orekhov, 2023; Dviniatin and
Kovalev, 2024; O’Sullivan, 2025; Mikros et
al 2026), but is periodically (and, in our view,
justifiably) subjected to constructive criticism
and attempts at improvement (see, e.g.,
Hoover, 2004; Argamon, 2008; Smith and
Aldridge, 2011; Rybicki and Eder, 2011),
which stimulates the search for and
development of alternative distance measures
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that could overcome certain limitations of the
classical Delta.

Currently,  alongside  standardized
Manhattan distance, various metrics from the
group of distance-based approaches are
widely used in stylometry: unstandardized
Manhattan  distance, Euclidean distance,
Cosine Delta, Canberra distance, Eder’s
Delta, Min-Max, and some others. Given this
diversity of metrics, a natural question arises:
which (or perhaps which one) of them
demonstrates the greatest reliability and
stability when solving stylometric problems?

Several research works compare
distance measures used in stylometric studies.

A research team led by F. Jannidis
compared 14 different distance measures
(Jannidis et al., 2015) and concluded that
Cosine Delta significantly surpasses the
others in terms of accuracy and stability. A
later article explains the advantage of cosine
similarity over other distance measures: the
process of normalising vector length mitigates
the impact of deviation from the norm (Evert
etal., 2017).

M. Kocher and J. Savoy (Kocher and
Savoy, 2019), using French and English
literature, compared Tanimoto, Matusita,
Clark, and Cosine Delta for the authorship
attribution task. It was found that the best
results were achieved using 4-6-character
letter n-grams as features and the Tanimoto,
Matusita, and Clark distance metrics, which
systematically outperformed Cosine Delta in
accuracy.

D. Stanikunas, J. Mandravickaite, and
T. Krilavicius (Stanikunas et al., 2017),
analyzing Lithuanian texts (transcripts of
parliamentary debates), compared 15 distance
and similarity metrics, including Burrows’s
Delta, Eder’s Delta, Eder’s Simple Delta,
Binomial Index, and Cosine Delta. The
researchers concluded that Eder’s Simple
Delta  demonstrates  consistently  high
performance and can be used for general
stylometric analysis.

0. Alieva (Alieva, 2024) conducts a
comparative analysis of some of the metrics
listed above and other distance measures that

have also been sporadically used for
stylometric investigations and have proven
their worth: Labbé distance (Manhattan
distance between full vectors of relative
frequencies), Tanimoto distance (which, in
our interpretation, O. Alieva uses to describe
Soergel distance), and Jeffrey’s divergence
(symmetrized Kullback-Leibler divergence).
According to Alieva’s experiment, “when
classifying ancient Greek texts, the best
results are achieved using cosine similarity on
standardized frequency values, Tanimoto
distance on relative frequency values, and
Labbé distance on absolute frequency values”
(Alieva, 2024: 23).

As we can see, a single universally
successful metric does not exist: all studies
confirm that the effectiveness of metrics
strongly depends on language, genre, and
frequency normalization method, and no
universal solution has been proposed.

Conceptually significant for us is the
study by D. Pronin and E. Kazartsev (Pronin
and Kazartsev, 2026), who, using literary
corpora in English, German, French, and
Russian, compared classical metrics of the
Delta family (Burrows’s Delta, Cosine Delta,
Eder’s Delta) with two new measures — Rank-
Turbulence Delta and Jensen-Shannon Delta.
These metrics are based on the interpretation
of standardized frequency vectors as
probabilistic or rank distributions, making it
possible to apply divergence measures from
information theory and complex systems
analysis. The article proves that Rank-
Turbulence Delta demonstrates accuracy
comparable to Cosine Delta, and Jensen-
Shannon Delta systematically matches or
surpasses Burrows’s Delta in accuracy. One
also cannot ignore an earlier work (Grieve,
2007), where the author considers rank
methods as a robust alternative to Euclidean
and Manhattan distances when working with
sparse data.

Although the potential of Jensen-
Shannon Delta (in our study, we will call the
Jensen-Shannon Delta the Jensen-Shannon
Divergence — JSD) has begun to be studied in
stylometry (Pronin and Kazartsev, 2026), the
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distance based on Spearman’s rank correlation
coefficient has not yet appeared in
comparative experiments. Therefore, the aim
of this study is to conduct an empirical
comparison of distance metrics based on
Spearman’s rank correlation and JSD with
metrics traditional for stylometric research
(Manhattan distance, Cosine Delta, Labbé
distance, and Soergel distance) under
conditions of genre heterogeneity, variability
in text size, and changes in feature space size.

Materials and Methods.

Corpus Matrials.

For our experiment, we used four text
corpora.

The “Greek” corpus includes 57 texts
by 17 ancient Greek authors and was
borrowed from the study by O. Alieva
(Alieva, 2024). The composition of the corpus
and source data are available in an open
repository:
https://github.com/locusclassicus/compareDis
t.

The “Sholokhov” and “Rowling”
corpora were formed to reproduce two
classical stylometric cases: confirming
M. Sholokhov as the author of the epic novel
“And Quiet Flows the Don” and identifying
J. Rowling under the pseudonym
R. Galbraith.

The “Sholokhov” corpus is based on the
corpus prepared by N. \elikanova and B.
Orekhov (Velikanova and Orekhov, 2019: 79).
We retained 11 authors but increased the
number of works to 33 (M. Bulgakov: “The
White Guard”, “The Master and Margarita”,
“Heart of a Dog”; Vs. Ivanov: “Armoured
Train  14-69”, ”Blue Sands”, stories;
F. Kryukov: “Group B”, “Swell”, “To the
Source of Healings”, “Mother”, “Squall”;
L. Leonov: “Badgers”, “The Thief”, “The End
of a Small Man”; N. Ostrovsky: “How the
Steel Was Tempered”, “Born of the Storm”;
A. Platonov: “The Foundation Pit”,

! The graphs represent 16 authors of the corpus:
Antisthenes consistently showed NaN in our
calculations.

“Chevengur”, “The Juvenile Sea”;
V. Seversky: “Don on Crutches”;
A. Serafimovich: “The Iron Flood”, stories;
A. Fadeev: “The Rout”, “The Spill”, “The
Birth of the Amgun Regiment”; D. Furmanov:
“Red Landing”, “Mutiny”, “Chapaev”;
M. Sholokhov: “Don Stories”, “They Fought
for Their Country”, “Virgin Soil Upturned”,
“The Fate of a Man”, “And Quiet Flows the
Don”)>

The 11 authors included in the
“Rowling” corpus were taken by us from the
article by B. Orekhov (Orekhov, 2024: 2-4),
but, as with “Sholokhov”, the number of
works was increased to enhance sample
representativeness. Our corpus contains 54
literary texts: G. M. Burnet: “The
Disappearance of Adele Bedeau”, “His
Bloody Project”, “Case Study”, “Benbecula”;
H. Coben: “Deal Breaker”, “Drop Shot”,
“Fade Away”, “One False Move”, “Gone for
Good”, “No Second Chance”, “Tell No One”;
T. French: “In the Woods”, “The Likeness”,
“Faithful Place”, “Broken Harbour”, “The
Secret Place”, “The Trespasser”, “The
Searcher”, “The Hunter”, “The Witch Elm”;
R. Galbraith: “The Cuckoo’s Calling”, “The
Silkworm”, “Career of Evil”, “Lethal White”,
“Troubled Blood”, “The Ink Black Heart”,
“The Running Grave”, “The Hallmarked
Man”; C. Lewis: “The Lion, the Witch and
the Wardrobe”, “Prince Caspian: The Return
to Narnia”, “The Voyage of the Dawn
Treader”, “The Silver Chair”, “The Horse and
His Boy”, “The Magician’s Nephew”, “The
Last Battle”; J. Rowling: “Harry Potter and
the Philosopher’s Stone”, “Harry Potter and
the Chamber of Secrets”, “Harry Potter and
the Prisoner of Azkaban”, “Harry Potter and
the Goblet of Fire”, “Harry Potter and the
Order of the Phoenix”, “Harry Potter and the
Half-Blood Prince”, “Harry Potter and the
Deathly Hallows”, “The Casual Vacancy”;
B. Sanderson: “Mistborn: The Final Empire”,
“The Well of Ascension”, “The Hero of

2 The curve for V. Seversky is not presented in the
graphs because his oeuvre is represented by only one
novel,”Don on Crutches”.
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Ages”; J.Stroud: “The Amulet of
Samarkand”, “The Golem’s Eye”; S. Turton:
“The Seven Deaths of Evelyn Hardcastle”,
“The Devil and the Dark Water”, “The Last
Murder at the End of the World”; J. Tolkien:
“The Lord of the Rings”; F. Warrington: “A
Blackbird in Silver”, “The Dark Arts of
Blood”).

Regarding these three corpora, it was
important for us to see how Spearman’s rank
distance (hereinafter referred to as Spearman
distance) and JSD perform on existing data.

The “Science fiction and rustic prose”
(“SF&RP”) corpus is a hyper-corpus
combining 755 works by 10 authors of Soviet
science fiction and rustic prose: A. Belyaev —
46, . Efremov — 27, A. and B. Strugatsky —
67, K. Bulychev — 210, A. Kazantsev — 90;
V. Astafyev — 97, V. Belov — 17, B. Mozhaev
— 38, V. Rasputin — 25, V. Shukshin — 138.
This corpus was used to assess the robustness
of metrics to very large, cross-genre
collections. There is an imbalance in the
representation of texts by different authors
(from 17 to 210 texts). This factor was
considered when interpreting the results and
is discussed in the limitations section.

The total vocabulary of the “Greek”
corpus was 82955 words, “Rowling’ — 60294,
“Sholokhov” — 184686, and “SF&RP” —
454049.

Methodology.

Having analyzed previous work, we
selected metrics that showed the best results
in accuracy and stability. These are Labbé and
Soergel distances, Cosine Delta, Burrows’
Delta (Manhattan distance with preliminary
standardization of frequencies), and Jensen-
Shannon divergence (hereinafter referred to as
JSD), to which we will pay special attention
in our study. We will compare these with
Spearman distance.

These 6 metrics can be divided into
three fundamentally different groups based on
the type of information used. The first and
most representative group consists  of
traditionally used metrics — Manhattan
distance, Cosine Delta and Labbé distance.
These approaches work directly with relative

frequencies of wordforms, measuring linear
or angular discrepancies between frequency
vectors. The second group comprises the
probabilistic  and information-theoretic
measures of the Soergel distance and the JSD.
They interpret frequency vectors as
probability distributions and assess their
divergence through entropy characteristics,
making them sensitive to the shape of the
distribution, not just the magnitude of
frequencies. Finally, the third, separate group
IS represented by Spearman’s rank metric. Its
fundamental difference lies in operating not
with the frequencies themselves, but with
word ranks — ordinal numbers in a sorted list.
This fundamentally changes the stability of
the metric: the rank approach is insensitive to
extreme values and outliers and does not
assume normality of distribution.

We will not discuss the traditional
metrics that have been repeatedly used for
stylometric analysis in detail, but will refer to
existing research. The application of
standardized Manhattan distance is described
in detail by J. Burrows (Burrows, 2002) and
critically evaluated in (Argamon, 2008).
Cosine Delta (among other metrics) was the
subject of analytical review in (Evert et al.,
2017), and regarding Labbé¢ distance, we refer
to the work of the author himself (Labbé and
Labbé, 2006) (the results of its application
can be found in (Bortolato, 2016)). The Labbé
distance is the Manhattan distance between
the full vectors of relative frequencies
(without employing standardization) of all
words occurring in the compared texts.

We will discuss Spearman distance,
JSD, and Soergel distance in more detail.

In  statistics,  Spearman’s  rank
correlation coefficient (p) is used to assess the
strength of association between two variables
(Spearman, 1904). Unlike the Pearson
correlation coefficient, it is not the values of
two quantities x: and »: that are compared
directly, but their ranks 7z and 7, that is, the
numbers in a list sorted in ascending (or
descending) order. The coefficient is then
calculated by the formula:
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While  the  Pearson  correlation
coefficient and Cosine Delta provide an
adequate estimate of the degree of
similarity/difference only  when  the
distribution of fluctuations in the data is close
to normal, Spearman’s rank correlation
coefficient can be effectively applied to cases
with  a wide variety of probability
distributions. This is extremely important for
stylometric tasks, as the specifics of an
author’s word usage in their works is a
complex and  currently  unexplained
phenomenon arising from the intersection of
the author’s unique psychology, cognitive
abilities, social experience, and conscious
aesthetic intentions.

To illustrate the operation of
Spearman’s rank correlation, let us take two

pairs of texts. The first pair — J. Rowling’s
novels “Harry Potter and the Order of the
Phoenix” and “Harry Potter and the Half-
Blood Prince”; the second pair — J. Rowling’s
“Harry Potter and the Order of the Phoenix”
and B. Sanderson’s “The Final Empire”. With
1000 features, Spearman’s  coefficient
between word frequencies in the two novels
by J. Rowling was p = 0.755. In the left graph
(Figure 1), a clear linear trend is observed: the
points are located near and along the line y =
X. In the right graph, comparing texts by
different authors, the coefficient drops to p =
0.304. The points form a sparse cloud,
significantly deviating from the bisector,
indicating weak agreement of lexical profiles.
Such a contrasting visual divergence clearly
demonstrates the discriminatory ability of the
metric: it clearly records stylistic closeness
within an author’s corpus and just as
confidently marks inter-author differences.

Figure 1. Spearman’s rank correlation for Rowling/Rowling and Rowling / Sanderson novels
Pucynok 1. PanroBas woppemsuus Crnupmena pomanoB Jk. Poymuar / k. Poynuar w

JIx. Poynunr / b. Cangepcon

log10 of normalized word frequencies for two pairs of works

p=0.755

25|

Harry Potter and the Half-Blood Prince
@

0 0.5 1‘ 1‘5 2‘ 2‘5
Harry Potter and the Order of the Phoenix
For stylometric analysis, it is more
convenient to use not the Spearman
coefficient p itself, but the value 1-  which
we will call Spearman distance. This

=0.304
- P

25

2f

The Final Empire

2 25 3
Harry Potter and the Order of the Phoenix

transformation is driven by the desire to
uniformly describe all metrics used in
stylometric analysis.
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Jensen-Shannon divergence (JSD) (Lin,
1991; Endres and Schindelin, 2003) is used as
a measure of dissimilarity between two
probability distributions. Let two probability
vectors P=(p.p,p,) and

jso(e.@) = H

Here H(P) is the entropy of distribution
P, defined as

H(P) = _ZPEIDE:PE

JSD values range from 0 to 1. Values
close to O indicate a high degree of similarity
between the compared distributions, while
values close to 1 indicate large differences. A
successful example of using JSD within
stylometric analysis can be found in (Arefin et
al., 2014). Jensen-Shannon divergence has
properties similar to symmetrized Kullback-
Leibler divergence, also used in stylometric
works (Savoy, 2020: 39-42). However, in the
practical application of Kullback-Leibler
divergence, one might encounter a problem if
one of the frequencies in the compared
distributions is 0 — in this case, the divergence
value Dbecomes infinite. Jensen-Shannon
divergence is free from this drawback.

The Soergel distance is a generalization
of the Jaccard distance to the case of
comparing two probability distributions (Levy
et al., 2025; Willett et al., 1998). The Soergel
distance is calculated using the following
formula:

X;min(p;,q;)
! X, max(p.q;)

In the literature, this quantity can also
be found under the names Jaccard distance,
Ruzicka distance, and Tanimoto distance.
When the two compared distributions
completely coincide, the sums in the
numerator and denominator are equal, and the
Soergel distance becomes 0. The largest
distance value will be observed when, in each
pair pi, qi, one of the quantities is 0 (this
situation, in relation to stylometric tasks, can

Q@ = (9.9, q,) be given. The values of
Jensen-Shannon divergence are calculated
using the following formula:

)5 ((P) + H(Q))

occur if the lexicons of the compared texts do
not intersect). In this case, the sum in the
numerator is 0, and the distance value is 1.

For Manhattan, Cosine Delta, and
Spearman distance, we tested both modes —
with standardization of word frequencies
(since it helps mitigate the impact of outliers
and differences in frequency scale) and
without it. For JSD, Soergel distance, and
Labbé distance, standardization is not applied:
after standardization, numbers can be both
positive and negative, which precludes the
calculation/application of these metrics;
Labbé distance by definition operates on full
vectors of relative frequencies without
transformations.

The JSD and Soergel distance
calculations were carried out using user
scripts in the MATLAB language. The
Manhattan distance, Cosine Delta, Labbé
distance and Spearman distance were
calculated using the MATLAB system’s built-
in functions.

Text Preprocessing and Experimental
Protocol.

All  texts underwent a unified
preprocessing procedure implemented in the
MATLAB environment using functions from
the Text Analytics Toolbox.

At the first stage, tokenization was
performed, preserving punctuation markers
and removing numeric sequences. Next, case
folding was applied. Stop-word filtering was
not used to preserve the full stylistic signal.
The analysis was conducted at the wordform
level. For the ancient Greek corpus, it was
critically important to retain polytonic
diacritics. Since the built-in linguistic models
of the Text Analytics Toolbox do not support
Ancient Greek, lemmatization and
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morphological tagging, as in O. Alieva’s
work, were not performed.

For each studied corpus, its lexicon was
compiled, and the total occurrence of each
wordform in the corpus was counted. The
analysis was based on the most frequent
words (MFW), so the list of wordforms was
then ranked in descending order of word
frequency across the entire corpus. Regarding
the choice of the optimal number of features,
we repeated all calculations with the number
of features varying in the range of 100-3200
in steps of 50.

The texts presented in the corpora have
different lengths. To enable comparisons for
all authors and works under the same
conditions, all texts were divided into
fragments of fixed length (with 50% overlap).
The range of fragment lengths varied
depending on the characteristics of the
corpus: for “Greek” — from 625 to 7071
words, for “Sholokhov” — from 1250 to 40000
words, for “Rowling” — from 2500 to 20000
words, for “SF&RP” — from 2500 to 40000
words. Fragment extraction was performed on
a logarithmic grid with a multiplier of 2
(i.e., each subsequent length is obtained by
multiplying the previous one by =1.414),
which ensures uniform coverage of the length
scale on a logarithmic scale and increased
sensitivity to changes in accuracy on short
segments. After that, for each fragment, the
relative frequencies of each wordform present
in the corpus were calculated, and then, for
each compared metric and number of features,
the distances from each fragment to all other
fragments of the same length were computed.

Authorship attribution was carried out
using the k-nearest neighbors method (k-NN)
with k=1.

The choice of k=1 is standard for
stylometric studies using the nearest neighbor
method (see, for example, Evert et al., 2017;
Jannidis et al., 2015). At k=1, the attribution
result is maximally sensitive to the choice of
metric. Increasing k “blurs” the contribution
of a specific metric, averaging the decision
across several neighbors. For each fragment
of a given work, the most similar fragment

(i.e., the one with the minimum distance to it)
belonging to other works in the corpus was
found. Attribution was considered correct if
the most similar fragment belonged to another
work by the same author.

The primary measure of attribution
accuracy in this study was the true positive
rate  (TPR). It reflects the absolute
effectiveness of the metric — what proportion
of fragments of a given author, on average,
the metric attributes correctly. TPR was
calculated using the formula:

TPR = Nh'ua positive

total

Where Ntrue positive |S the number Of
fragments  correctly attributed by the
algorithm as belonging to the given author,
and Ntar is the total number of fragments of
this author subjected to the attribution
procedure.

The choice of TPR as the primary
metric is driven by the objective of
stylometric text attribution: determining what
proportion of fragments from a given author
are correctly attributed to them. TPR directly
measures this value. Accuracy and Fl-score
are more appropriate for binary/multiclass
classification problems with a fixed set of
classes, while in stylometry, the number of
classes (in this case, authors) varies from
study to study.

Results and Discussion

Dependence of Attribution Accuracy on
MFW and Text Length.

Before performing evaluation of the
metrics across the entire data, it is advisable
to establish how each metric responds to
changes in feature space size and the length of
the analyzed segments. Such analysis allows
us to identify parameter ranges where metrics
yield the highest accuracy.

For this experiment, we selected three
multilingual corpora: “Greek”, “Rowling”,
and “SF&RP”, and within each corpus — one
author: Plato, J. Rowling, and the Strugatsky
brothers. This choice is motivated by the
following.
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Plato can be considered a benchmark of
stylistic uniqueness, since the corpus of his
works is homogeneous (all written within a
narrow chronological period and belonging to
the same genre — philosophical dialogue), and
the works themselves possess highly unique
stylistic and lexical markers (dialogic form,
philosophical terminology, specific particles).

J. Rowling was chosen due to the genre
binary nature of her corpus (fantasy, realistic
novel) and the associated classical stylometric
case (see more on this in section 4.4).

A.and B. Strugatsky represent great
research interest, as they create certain
difficulties for attribution. The complexity is
explained by co-authorship (see stylometric
investigations by V. Staroverova
(Staroverova, 2025)) and chronological span,

broad genre diversity (novel, novella, short
story, and their thematic modifications), as
well as the inclusion of the Strugatsky
brothers” works within the Russian-language
hyper-corpus.

The experiment was conducted at a
fixed fragment length of 10000 words, except
for Plato, for whom the fragment length was
set to 7071 words. The number of MFW
features varied from 100 to 3200 in steps of
50. Three metrics — Spearman distance,
Cosine Delta, and Manhattan distance — were
used with preliminary frequency
standardization, the others  without
standardization. The obtained TPR values for
the 5 metrics (excluding Labbé distance) are
presented in Figure 2.

Figure 2. Dependence of text attribution accuracy on MFW at a fixed text fragment length.
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First, we note that in many cases, TPR
values reach 1.000. Any decision-making
algorithm ensures decisions with some non-
zero error probability (although under
favorable conditions this probability can be
extremely small). However, in a real
experiment, we estimate TPR from finite
sample sizes. The number of text fragments to
be attributed may be insufficient for
problematic cases to appear in the experiment
(this especially applies to the region of long
lengths, where the number of fragments
becomes relatively small).  Therefore,
empirical TPR values in many cases are equal
to 1.

For Rowling, all metrics achieve an
accuracy of 1.000 already at MFW=400.
Spearman distance, Cosine Delta, and JSD
maintain this level across the entire MFW
range. The Soergel distance shows a slight
decrease in accuracy at MFW > 2500, likely
due to noise introduced by rare words.

For Plato, three metrics — Spearman
distance, Cosine Delta, and Manhattan
distance — maintain an accuracy of 1.000
regardless of the size of the MFW list. A

different picture emerges for the Soergel
distance and the JSD: under certain feature
configurations, their indicators drop to 0.900,
which, in our opinion, reflects the increased
sensitivity of these measures to the lexical
composition of the sample.

The case of the Strugatsky brothers
proved to be the most intriguing: JSD
confidently reaches 1.000 at 600 and 1700-
2200 features, surpassing its competitors.
None of the other four metrics reached the
maximum value on this case at the given
fragment length (10000 words). This
observation allows us to consider the entropy
approach as a promising tool for texts with
complex authorial structure and genre
heterogeneity.

The Labbé distance works with the full
vocabulary, and the MFW parameter is not set
for it. However, its accuracy is sensitive to
fragment length (see Figure 3). For the
homogeneous Plato, 1.000 is recorded already
at 2500 words, for the bi-genre Rowling —
after 7000 words, and for the heterogeneous
Strugatsky brothers, stabilization occurs only
on segments exceeding 12000 words.

Figure 3. Dependence of text attribution accuracy on text fragment length for the Labbé distance
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experimental design stage. When comparing
the effectiveness of different metrics, it seems
natural that the optimal values of these two
parameters will be selected for each metric
independently. Within this study, we adhere to
an approach where, for each metric, author,
and fragment length, the configuration of
parameters that maximizes attribution
accuracy is determined. This strategy allows
us to evaluate the potential of distance
measures under optimal conditions for each of
them.

Thus, for each corpus, author, metric,
and fragment length, we choose whether to
perform standardization or not, as well as the
optimal MFW value, and then perform
attribution of all fragments. Such calculations
were performed for all authors of each of the
four corpora with all 6 metrics. The
attribution accuracies obtained during the
experiment for a total of 46 authors (the
figures represent the results for the authors
with at least two works in the corpora) are
shown in Figures 1-4 of the Appendix.

Spearman distance demonstrates the
least dependence on authorial, corpus, and
linguistic specifics. The key result of the
experiment: when selecting the optimal value
of MFW with a text length increase, the use
of the given metric allows us obtaining a
value of 1.000 for all authors in all four
corpora. No exceptions in terms of failure to
reach the accuracy ceiling were recorded. The
difference between “simple” and
“complicated” authors lies not in the
fundamental possibility of reliable attribution
but in the length of the text that allows one
reaching it.

For stylistically homogeneous authors
(Rasputin, Plotinus, French, Ivanov), the
maximum value is recorded at small fragment
lengths and maintained over a wide range of
MFW. For authors with pronounced intra-
author variability (Belov, Demosthenes,
Kryukov, Warrington), the metric also reaches
1.000 but requires longer segments and more
precise selection of MFW (most often 600-
800). On short fragments, these authors show
increased dispersion of indicators, but with

sufficient fragment size, the sample word
frequencies stabilize, and the TPR reaches
1.000.

Manhattan distance and Cosine Delta
behave almost identically. Manhattan distance
reached 1.000 for all authors; Cosine Delta
did not cope with Warrington texts (the
highest TPR for this author was 0.913). For
authors with a homogeneous set of texts in the
corpus, the curve stabilizes already with a
short length of a text fragment and maintains
the maximum value across the entire
subsequent range. For authors with
pronounced intra-corpus variability, a TPR
value of 1 is achieved in the region of longer
segments. In case of Astafiev, Serafimovich,
and Efremov, Manhattan distance started
better than Spearman distance, but in most
cases it acted as the one catching up (and
always did catch up). The wuse of
standardization noticeably accelerates the
achievement of maximum accuracy on short
fragments, while on ultra-long segments the
difference between the standardized and non-
standardized variants disappea

The Labbé distance shows the sharpest
polarisation. For stylistically balanced authors
(Rasputin, Galen, Lewis, Fadeev), the curve
rises and reaches 1.000 sufficiently quickly,
making the metric highly effective on short,
homogeneous texts. For the ‘“complex”
authors Plutarch, Platonov, Kryukov, the
curve reaches a local maximum and then
gradually decreases. For Turton and Belov, a
monotonic  increase is observed  with
maximum values of 0.586 and 0.833,
respectively, even at the maximum fragment
length. In several cases (4 observations in the
“Sholokhov” corpus, 3 in “SF&RP”, 6 in
“Greek”), we see a “rollback” effect: the
curve first increases, reaches a local
maximum at medium lengths, and then
sharply drops. This effect is explained by the
metric working with the full corpus
vocabulary: on long fragments, rare
wordforms and genre shifts accumulate,
which disrupt the internal homogeneity of the
segments and distort the stylistic signal,
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leading to a sharp decrease in accuracy after
reaching a local peak.

The Soergel distance curve on
homogeneous authors (Mozhaev, Plotinus,
Stroud) goes up and quickly reaches 1.000 at
minimal lengths. Regarding “complex”
authors (Belov, Turton, Platonov), accuracy
gets stuck in the range of 0.550-0.850, with
the curve not leveling off even when fragment
length increases to the upper bounds of the
scale.

JSD behaves differently from other
metrics: either it quickly reaches 1.000, or it
gets stuck at low values; there are almost no
intermediate options.

On homogeneous corpora, JSD works
almost instantly. For Lucian, Plutarch,
Rasputin, and 5 authors of the “Rowling”
corpus, the curve jumps to 1.000 already at
the first points. Moreover, it often overtakes
even Spearman distance and Manhattan.
Apparently, for stable texts, the entropy signal
is so clear that the metric does not require a
long text fragment.

The situation with heterogeneous
authors is different. For the same Belov and

Figure 4. Average TPR for 4 corpora
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Turton, JSD does not rise above 0.833 and
0.793, respectively: genre differences within
the work of a single author create an entropy
noise that the metric cannot filter out.

When compared with other metrics,
JSD works more rigidly: Spearman distance
and Manhattan distance tend to 1 smoothly,
albeit at different speeds, while JSD either
shoots immediately or does not shoot at all.
For short, genre-pure texts, this is an excellent
tool, but in heterogeneous corpora with
internal style dynamics, it often fails.

Comparison of Attribution Accuracy for
Corpora as a Whole.

In order to present the results in a more
convenient and generalized form, for each of
the four corpora we averaged the obtained
TPR values across all authors included in that
corpus. When calculating the average, all
authors are weighted equally, regardless of
how many of their works are represented in
the corpus.

Analysis of the average attribution
accuracy reveals a clear hierarchy of metrics
(see Figure 4).
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Spearman distance demonstrates the
greatest universality, systematically reaching
an average accuracy value of 1.000 in all four
corpora. Manhattan distance and Cosine Delta
show similar dynamics: on homogeneous
data, their curves almost merge with
Spearman distance, while on heterogeneous
materials, they lag only slightly on short
segments, also reaching maximum accuracy
with increasing text fragment length.

The Soergel distance and the JSD show
ambiguous results. Both metrics on the
“Rowling” and “SF&RP” corpora grow
monotonically, confidently staying in the
corridor > 0.900, while on “Sholokhov” and
“Greek”, after rising to 0.850-0.920 on small
and medium fragments, they exhibit a
noticeable decline to 0.550-0.700.

The Labbé distance shows the least
stability growing smoothly only on the
“Rowling” corpus and reaching the value of
0.944, while on the other three corpora, its
average accuracy curve drops sharply.

For a summary assessment of metrics

under inter-author variability, average ranks
of the metrics were also calculated. They
show the place the selected metric occupies
among all six metrics in the list ordered by
decreasing accuracy.

Ranking was carried out as follows: for
each author represented in the corpus at a
given text fragment length, the TPR values
were ordered in descending order; the metric
with the highest accuracy was assigned rank
1, the next — 2, and so on. If several metrics
showed the same TPR, each was assigned the
best of the numbers they occupy in the
ordered list. For example, if three metrics
showed the same TPR and occupied positions
2-4 in the ordered list, each was assigned rank
2. This rule was adopted to achieve a more
transparent interpretation. In this case, for
example, an average rank equal to 1 means
that the metric for all authors either surpassed
the other metrics or showed a result no worse
than any other.

The average rank graphs (Figure 5)
make the hierarchy of metrics even clearer.

Figure 5. Average rank for 6 metrics in different corpora
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As can be seen, Spearman distance is
among the leaders on all corpora, regardless
of text length; in most cases, it occupies the

first position. Manhattan distance in three out
of four corpora noticeably lags behind
Spearman distance on short text fragments but
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catches up with the leader on all four corpora
when the context increases. Cosine Delta, due
to a drop on Warrington, does not share the
top positions on the “Rowling” corpus. The
Labbé distance systematically closes the
ranking (ranks 4-5), especially in the corpus
of Soviet prose, where the gap from the top
metrics reaches 3-4 units.

JSD  exhibits  consistently  strong
performance on short texts. It outperforms all
competing metrics on the “Greek”, “Sholokhov”,
and “Rowling” corpora at small sample sizes,
and is surpassed only by Spearman distance on
the “SF&RP” corpora. However, with increasing
fragment length, it drops to the fourth rank. The
Soergel distance behaves more reservedly: it
rarely rises above 3rd or 4th position,
demonstrating smooth but slow growth (the
exception is “Greek”, where its curve falls).

The final part of our study is devoted to
assessing the accuracy of metrics in solving
two  well-known  stylometric  problems:
establishing the authorship of the novel “And
Quiet Flows the Don” (see about this:
Velikanova and Orekhov, 2019; Maslinsky,
2022) and identifying the real writer hiding
behind the pseudonym R. Galbraith. For each
case, we compared the effectiveness of 5
metrics on fragments of different lengths with
the optimal MFW values selected for each
case, and the Labbé distance on the full
vocabulary.

The experiment on attributing disputed
works in two heterogeneous cases revealed
fundamental differences in the behavior of
stylometric metrics depending on the
quantitative and qualitative characteristics of
the corpus (Figure 6).

Figure 6. Dependence of authorship attribution accuracy on text length for six stylometric metrics
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Analysis of the graph for the
“Sholokhov” corpus demonstrates unexpected
behavior of JSD. Contrary to generalized
expectations, JSD reaches the threshold value
of 1.000 in the range of 2300 words, and,
unlike the Labbé distance, which reaches
1.000 earlier than others, it does not show a
subsequent decrease in accuracy on very long
fragments. This behavior is explained by the
specifics of the corpus material: with relative
genre and size balance of the texts (in the
corpus, the only exceptions in size and genre

Galbraith — Rowling

0.6
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text length, thousands of words

were the story “The Fate of a Man”; “Don
Stories” were not divided but went as a single
text array), the entropy signal proves to be
sufficiently stable, allowing the information-
theoretic measure to instantly capture the
authorial invariant. At the same time, rank and
frequency metrics increase in a more gradual
manner, only reaching their maximum by
7,000-12,000 words. In contrast, despite
initially reaching 1.000, Labbé distance loses
accuracy after 14,000 words due to the
accumulation of stylistic noise and disruption
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to the internal homogeneity of long segments.
This pattern confirms that, in a balanced
corpus, JSD can serve not only as an
alternative, but also as an advanced attribution
tool that combines high convergence speed
with robustness to context expansion.

A different picture emerges in the
“Rowling” case, where the pronounced
asymmetry in text sizes (Rowling’s large-
scale novels versus Galbraith’s more compact
detective stories) creates specific conditions
for attribution. The Labbé distance in these
conditions is practically inapplicable: on
fragments up to 10000 words, its accuracy
approaches zero, and only at larger values
(14142-20000 words) is moderate growth up

to 0.750 recorded. This empirical result
confirms the theoretical proposition that
comparable text lengths are necessary for the
correct application of the Labbé distance.
Absolute leadership in this corpus is
demonstrated by  Manhattan  distance,
reaching a value of 1.000 already at the
10000-word mark and maintaining it with
further length increase. Spearman distance
also shows high effectiveness, although it
reaches the limit value only by 20000 words.
The other metrics — Cosine Delta, Soergel
distance, and Jensen-Shannon divergence —
demonstrate significantly lower results under
size imbalance conditions.

Figure 7. Dendrogram of the “Sholokhov” corpus, Spearman distance (with frequency

standardization), MFW=2700
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Based on the results obtained using
Spearman distance, we decided to replicate
the dendrogram for the “Sholokhov” corpus
presented in the article “Digital Textology:
Text  Attribution on the  Example
of M. A. Sholokhov’s Novel “And Quiet
Flows the Don™ by N. Velikanova and
B. Orekhov. The researchers note: “A certain
strangeness is observed only in the fact that
“Don Stories” and Sholokhov’s later texts
ended up in different parts of the tree. At the
same time, this is quite natural: the novel was
written over 16 years, the author’s style
should have changed during this time”
(Velikanova and Orekhov, 2019: 78).
Spearman groups the block of “Don Stories”,
“And Quiet Flows the Don”, and later works
by M. Sholokhov (“Virgin Soil Upturned”,
“They Fought for Their Country”) into one
cluster (see Figure 7). With increased
distance, the only story in this corpus, “The
Fate of a Man”, joins this cluster.

Discussion. The comparison of 6
metrics on four heterogeneous corpora reveals
a stable pattern: Spearman distance ensures
the highest accuracy of authorship attribution
regardless of the genre structure of the
sample, fragment length, and MFW. Unlike
frequency and entropy approaches, the metric
does not show critical failures when moving
from stylistically aligned authorial corpora to
hyper-corpora with pronounced intra-author
variability. JSD behaves in two ways: on
homogeneous texts, it quickly captures the
authorial invariant; however, under conditions
of genre or chronological heterogeneity, its
discriminatory ability sharply decreases.
Traditional measures (Manhattan distance,
Cosine Delta) maintain high effectiveness, but
their stability depends on preliminary
standardization and precise selection of MFW,
whereas Labbé and Soergel metrics prove
sensitive to the accumulation of rare
wordforms and imbalance in text size.

Such robustness of Spearman distance
is associated with the fact that the metric
operates not with relative or standardized
frequencies of lexical units, but with their
ranks, i.e., positions in a list ordered by

descending or ascending frequency. The
transition to a rank scale mitigates the impact
of extreme outliers and allows obtaining
stable results for cases with different
probability distributions of empirical word
frequencies. Thanks to this, the stylistic signal
is preserved even under significant intra-
corpus shifts. Jensen-Shannon divergence,
measuring the divergence of probability
masses, interprets genre and thematic
variations as statistical noise under the same
conditions, which explains its instability on
heterogeneous arrays.

Our results refine the findings of
F. Jannidis and colleagues (Jannidis et al.,
2015), who recorded the advantage of Cosine
Delta and its robustness to the expansion of
the MFW list due to vector length
normalization. We have shown that the rank
approach maintains comparable accuracy but
demonstrates a broader area of parametric
stability in heterogeneous corpora, where
Cosine Delta requires more rigid “tuning”.

The conclusions obtained confirm the
results of the study by D.Pronin and
E. Kazartsev (Pronin and Kazartsev, 2026) on
the effectiveness of entropy measures on
controlled samples but point to their
limitations when moving to heterogeneous
arrays, where Spearman’s rank metric proves
more robust.

The results of O. Alieva (Alieva, 2024),
obtained on the homogeneous corpus of
ancient Greek prose, demonstrate the high
effectiveness of Cosine Delta, Tanimoto
distance, and Labbé distance. The first metric
in our studies also showed high results, but
Tanimoto/Soergel and Labbé  distance
noticeably lost to all others: Tanimoto/Soergel
loses discriminatory ability under imbalance
in text size, and Labbé distance exhibits a
“rollback” effect on long fragments. For
”Sholokhov”, “Rowling”, and “SF&RP”, this
decline can be explained by genre
heterogeneity, = accumulation  of  rare
wordforms, and different text size, to which
these measures are mathematically sensitive.
The discrepancy between the results for the
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ancient Greek corpus can be explained by
differences in the experimental protocol.

Reviews of quantitative attribution
methods (Koppel et al., 2009) and studies of
the role of frequency features (Hoover, 2002)
show that the effectiveness of a metric is
determined by the structure of the corpus. Our
results clarify these conclusions: under
conditions of genre heterogeneity and volume
imbalance, the rank approach proves more
robust than frequency and entropy measures.

The totality of results allows us to
formulate recommendations oriented towards
the corpus structure and research task:

1. For heterogeneous genre collections
with size imbalance, Spearman distance is
preferred. Shift to the rank scale mitigates the
influence of outliers in empirical frequency
values and maintains informativeness even
with a sparse feature space;

2. For homogeneous corpora,
stylistically uniform texts, and short texts, it is
advisable to use JSD. With optimal selection
of MFW (600-2000 features), the metric
provides fast convergence, outpacing
frequency approaches;

3. The Labbé and Soergel distances
require preliminary size-balance verification.
Their application to heterogeneous samples
without filtering is risky: the metrics are
sensitive to zero frequencies and asymmetry
of text lengths.

As we have seen, there is no single
metric that yields the best results under all
conditions. The question arises about an
objective  procedure, free from the
researcher’s  personal  preferences, for
choosing a metric to solve specific tasks. In
practice, a situation often occurs where the set
of possible candidates for authorship of the
text being attributed is known. Under such
conditions, it is natural to start work by
assembling a corpus of texts by the candidate
authors, conducting a simulation similar to
that described above, and evaluating the
accuracy of different metrics in attributing
texts specifically for this set of alternatives.
Such a preliminary procedure will allow an

informed choice of the most suitable tool for
solving a specific authorship attribution task.

Despite the results obtained, the study
has a number of limitations:

The imbalance in author representation
within the corpora (especially in “SF&RP”)
could have led to a bias in accuracy estimates
in favor of authors with larger sample sizes
(this concerns primarily Belov with his 17
texts in our hyper-corpus);

The focus on literary texts is due to the
fact that stylometric attribution has
historically developed precisely in this area
and is the most  well-developed
methodologically. The applicability of the
compared distance measures to non-literary
genres — such as academic writing,
journalistic texts, or social media posts —
remains an open question and requires
separate investigation.

The corpora we studied demonstrate
similar patterns. Further expansion of
validation across genres, languages, and
historical periods will allow us to clarify the
boundaries of applicability of rank and
information-theoretic metrics;

The fixed set of MFW (100-3200) does
not cover the entire spectrum of possible
feature space configurations.

Conclusion. Our study has once again
demonstrated that a universal metric does not
exist in  stylometry; under different
conditions, different metrics may prove most
useful. However, the distance based on
Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient more
often than other metrics shows the best
results, and thus represents the most robust
tool  for  stylometric attribution  of
heterogeneous text collections. The transition
to a rank scale ensures robustness to strong
outliers in empirical frequencies and
maintains  informativeness even  under
conditions of genre heterogeneity,
chronological dispersion, and size imbalance.
Unlike frequency and probabilistic metrics,
Spearman  distance achieves maximum
accuracy for all authors with adequate
parameter tuning. Jensen-Shannon divergence
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demonstrates the conditional nature of its
effectiveness: on stylistically homogeneous
texts and short fragments, it can surpass basic
approaches; however, under conditions of
pronounced heterogeneity, the metric’s
accuracy decreases. Traditionally employed
measures remain reliable with sufficient text
size whereas Labbé and Soergel metrics
exhibit systematic sensitivity to the structural
features of the corpus.

Statement on the Use of Generative
Al: The authors declare that no generative
artificial intelligence  or  Al-assisted
technologies requiring disclosure under the
Journal’s policy were used in conducting the
research or preparing this manuscript.

3asiBjieHHE 00 HCNOJIb30BAHUU
renepatuBHoro MMU: ABTopbl 3asBIISIIOT, YTO
IIpH IPOBCACHNU UCCIICIOBAHUA U ITIOATOTOBKC
HaCTO}IH_Ieﬁ pykomnucu FCHCpaTHBHLIﬁ
HWCKYCCTBEHHBII AHTEIIEKT u nn-
ACCUCTUPOBAHHBIC TCXHOJIOI'MH, ITOJJICIKAIIIUC
PACKPBITHIO B COOTBCTCTBHU C MOJINTUKOU
JKypHaJjia, HE UCII0JIb30BaJIUCh.
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Appendix
Figure 8. Best probability of correct attribution (TPR) for the “SF&RP” corpus
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Figure 9a. Best TPR for the “Greek” corpus. Beginning
Pucynok 9a. Hamnyummii TPR no xopmycy «I'pexny». Hagano

Aeschines Alcidamas
Cosine
Manhattan
E Spearman
= Soergel
_JSD
Labbe
08 1 2 4 i 2 4 8
Aretaeus Aristides
‘| o v —————— 1 T T ——
08}
E 0.95
= 0.6 v
0.4
0.9 : - . - . : - - - -
08 1 2 4 i 08 1 2 4 8
Aristotle Demosthenes
1 T — A i 1 T r e
g
r )
r
0.8( #
o ¥
o 0.5 {
— o6t 1 !
 §
'
' J
0.4 4
! | I | o I I } I I
08 1 2 4 i 08 1 2 4 8
Galen
1 /_- ; : R
ool 0o /_/
v 08f
o 08}
=o7
06 07
0.5 0.6 : - - - -
08 1 2 4 8
Isocrates
1 r
0.99
o 098}
0 0995
= 0.97
0.96
0.99 : - . - . 0.95 : - - - -
08 1 2 4 i 08 1 2 4 8
text length, thousands of words text length, thousands of words

HAYYHBIN PE3YJILTAT. BOITPOCHI TEOPETUYECKOM U TIPUKJIAZIHOW JIMHTBUCTUKHU
RESEARCH RESULT. THEORETICAL AND APPLIED LINGUISTICS



Ny HayuHnulii pesyrbmam. Bonpocel meopemuyeckotl u npukaadHoii aunzeucmuxu. T. 12, Ne3 2026
% benry 77
ben Research result. Theoretical and Applied Linguistics, 12 (3). 2026

Figure 9b. Best TPR for the “Greek” corpus. End
Pucynoxk 9b. Hamnyummii TPR no xopnycy «I'pexu». OxoHuaHHe
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Figure 10. Best TPR for the “Rowling” corpus
Pucynoxk 10. Hamnyummii TPR no xoprycy «PoymuHr»
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Figure 11. Best TPR for the “Sholokhov” corpus
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Abstract: This corpus-based study examines how English as a Lingua Franca (ELF)
speakers utilize metadiscourse (MD) features to structure and regulate the flow of
academic spoken discourse across various speech events. It adopts Adel’s (2022) move-
based taxonomy as a framework for a genre-comparative analysis of real-time ELF
academic speech events from the ELFA corpus, encompassing various types, including
doctoral defense discussions, conference presentations, conference discussions, lecture
discussions, and seminars. The study is grounded in a reflexive approach, treating
metadiscourse as ‘discourse about ongoing discourse’ (Adel, 2006). It focuses on
discourse organizing MD features such as announcing and concluding topics,
endophoric marking, enumerating, previewing, reviewing, and contextualizing. A
corpus-based qualitative and quantitative analysis has been adopted, utilizing the UAM
Corpus Tool for qualitative coding identifying contextualized MD functions and
quantitative analysis comparing their normalized frequencies across seven event types.
Our findings show substantial variation across speech events, although the strength of
this variation differs by function. Lectures and presentation events show relatively high
rates of prospective resources, particularly topic announcement and previewing.
Previewing is relatively infrequent overall but strongly differentiated across events;
Reviewing is more frequent overall but does not meet the Bonferroni-adjusted
significance threshold for cross-event variation. Doctoral Defense Discussions display a
hybrid profile; despite their interactive format, they have the highest normalized rate of
Enumerating and substantial rates of Endophoric Marking and Contextualizing, while
topic announcements and closures are comparatively rare. We argue that these patterns
suggest that prospective and retrospective discourse-management resources respond
differently to the structural and interactional demands of academic speech events. The
results may be helpful to those working to improve the discourse management skills of
students in English for Academic Purposes (EAP) settings, as well as academics
involved in international conferences and research.

Keywords: English as a Lingua Franca; Metadiscourse; Academic speech events;
Discourse management; Corpus analysis; Spoken academic discourse
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1. Introduction

English serves as a Dbridge for
communication among speakers of different
linguistic backgrounds, playing a significant
role in the academic world and higher
education worldwide. It is a language spoken
by individuals with diverse mother tongues
(Mauranen, 2009), and a greater number of
individuals adopt English as a foreign or
second language than as their native tongue
(Graddol, 2006). This has resulted in
substantial structural and communicative
variability in English as a Lingua Franca
(ELF) interactions, where linguistic features
and pragmatic norms are dynamically
negotiated in real time to secure mutual
intelligibility (Cogo and Dewey, 2012;
Seidlhofer, 2011). As the universal language
of communication and higher education, it
attracts many researchers who seek to
understand how speakers manage the flow of
conversations in various academic spoken
genres such as lectures, seminars,
presentations, and discussions. Each of these
genres has its distinct style and purpose,
which influences how people organize their
discourse and interact with their audience.

Given the increasing prevalence of
English-medium programs and the extensive
scholarly attention to academic English, it is
of great importance to examine how these
academic genres contribute to effective
communication in the context of academic
English as a Lingua Franca. Metadiscourse is
a resource that speakers draw upon to manage
the flow of discourse in these academic
genres. It enables speakers to convey their
messages with clarity while also facilitating
listeners  ability to indicate  their
understanding (Warren, 2006: 55). This may
mean that managing discourse flow is vital in
a spoken environment, where understanding
and real-time interaction are needed, aligning
with principles of interactional pragmatics
and ELF accommodation theory (Bell, 1984;

Cogo and Dewey, 2012). Despite growing
interest in spoken ELF contexts, much of the
previous research has focused on written
academic texts, and relatively few studies
have examined MD features across multiple
spoken genres. This limits our understanding
of how these features function in various
academic settings. By examining the role of
MD features in organizing discourse flow in
different academic contexts, the goal of this
present study is to advance the expanding
field of ELF research.

Although scholarly interest in spoken
metadiscourse (MD) has grown in recent
years, particularly with foundational studies
on academic lectures (e.g., Adel, 2010;
Mauranen, 2001, 2010), empirical research
remains heavily skewed toward written
academic texts or isolated spoken genres like
student presentations (Adel, 2022) and EMI
lectures (Molino, 2018). Consequently, there
is a lack of systematic and cross-event
functional comparison of how discourse-
organizing MD features adapt to different
academic spoken genres in English as a
Lingua Franca (ELF) settings. Knowing that
speakers utilize MD to manage talk is no
longer sufficient; we must understand how
these features function across speech events
with varying degrees of structure and
interactivity ranging from monologic lectures
to highly interactive doctoral defenses. This
research gap necessitates a context-sensitive,
move-based analysis that moves beyond
surface-level marker counts to examine how
metadiscursive features function within their
real-time sequential contexts. This study
addresses this need by adopting Adel's (2022)
move-based taxonomy to analyze seven
distinct academic speech event types in the
ELFA corpus. Our purpose is to
systematically map how these discourse-
organizing moves (i.e., specifically topic
management, phorics, and contextualizing)
are deployed to navigate different
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communicative demands. To guide this line of
inquiry, we attempt to address the following
research questions:

RQ1: How frequently do discourse-
organizing metadiscourse features occur
across different academic speech event
types in spoken ELF interactions?

RQ2: Are the observed frequency
distributions of metadiscourse
categories statistically distinguishable
across the seven academic speech event
types?

RQ3: In what ways do these
metadiscursive patterns and functions
vary across the seven speech event
types in the ELFA corpus?

2. Literature Review

2.1. The Role of English as a Lingua
Franca in Academic Communication

English has been recognized as a
leading  language in  both  global
communication and higher learning. It
effectively functions as a lingua franca.
Defined as a language widely shared across
various cultures and communities, it
facilitates international communication within
diverse social and educational settings
(McArthur, 2002). When its role in education
is examined, its usage is expanding not only
in academic publishing but also as a primary
medium of instruction. Graddol (2006) states
that around 2 to 3 million students study
abroad each year, with over half of these
enrolled in  English-medium  programs.
Approximately two-thirds of the top 100
universities are situated in countries where
English is the predominant language of
communication in the educational context.
This has led to an increase in the number of
universities worldwide that have adopted
English as their primary language for
teaching. Gnutzmann and Intemann (2008)
draw attention to this issue by pointing out
that ““publish or perish” no longer accurately
reflects the current state of academic reality.

‘Publish in English or perish’ would be a
better phrase, as more and more publications
now require submissions in  English.
However, as the number of English speakers
is skyrocketing around the world, ELF faces
the challenge of developing more rapidly than
established native varieties of the language
(Gnutzmann and Intemann, 2008). In support
of this notion, Dewey (2009) argues that
English should not be viewed as a rigid
collection of standardized forms but rather as
an adaptable tool that can be employed in
various ways based on context and goal.
Therefore, it can be said that the development
of international standards is a challenge due to
the rapid changes in the ELF field, and to
satisfy the demands of users worldwide,
ongoing research and modification are
required.

Early English for Academic Purposes
corpora first focused on studying the language
of native speakers as a model for English L2
speakers. However, within a short period, the
increasing focus on ELF research has shifted
the perspective to effective communication
strategies among speakers from diverse
linguistic backgrounds (Mauranen, 2010).
ELF research, for instance, acknowledges that
English L2 speakers usually adapt English to
meet their communication requirements
(Aertselaer and  Dafouz-Milne, 2008;
Mauranen, 1993). This leads to language
variations that may differ from the traditional
grammar or style of native speakers, which
indicates the developing nature of ELF. This
flexibility is central to managing academic
flow in ELF settings where speakers employ
techniques such as rephrasing, topic
negotiation, and  discourse  reflexivity
(Mauranen, 2007).

Early work in pragmatics, such as
House (1996, 2010) and Mauranen (2007),
examined how ELF speakers adapt through
convergent accommodation strategies in
intercultural interactions. Cogo and Dewey
(2012) further explored pragmatic adaptation
and negotiation of meaning among ELF
speakers. In the area of phonology, Jenkins
(2009) provides a summary of the
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phonological characteristics that enhance
intelligibility in ELF communication. She
also explores the conflicting and varying
perspectives that EFL teachers often have
about ELF accents.

Bjorkman (2011) discusses how ELF
influences communication and teaching in
higher education contexts. She argues that
EAP programs should adapt their teaching
and tests to help learners for effective
communication in diverse contexts. Within
English Language Teaching (ELT), Sifakis
(2014) proposes a framework for developing
ELF-aware teachers. His research reveals that
ELF has significant implications for teachers,
particularly in terms of their perspectives on
language norms, the roles of native and L2
speakers, and the purpose of teacher feedback
in language teaching. \ettorel (2018)
furthermore examines how World Englishes
and ELF affect English Language Teaching.
She demonstrates the importance of
communicative strategies in ELF interactions,
where speakers create and negotiate meaning
through their interactions with each other. She
emphasizes that to develop learners’
communicative competence, ELT materials
should include activities that raise awareness
and practice  specific communicative
strategies.

With these different perspectives in
mind, this corpus-based study aims to add to
the expanding body of research on ELF by
focusing on how ELF speakers manage the
flow of discourse in academic speech events.
Therefore, it seeks to examine the adaptive,
strategic, and context-dependent nature of
ELF communication across various genres.

2.2. Shifting Focus to Spoken
Academic English: Insights from Corpus-
Based ELF Research

While research has been conducted in
various areas, the majority of these studies
have focused on written contexts. This focus
is seen as a direct consequence of academic
English research, which, for various reasons,
has  primarily  focused on  written
communication (Mauranen et al., 2010). The

dominance of written language may be due to
the large number of available texts, its
common usage in academic and professional
settings, and the challenges of analyzing
spoken language. However, the spread of
English as a lingua franca in academia has
also led to the need to research English in the
spoken field, where the dynamics of
communication differ considerably from
those in written discourse (Kaur, 2009;
Mauranen, 2005, 2006a; Pickering, 2006;
Seidlhofer, 2004).

The importance of speech in academic
settings started to be more widely recognized
with the development of electronic corpora on
academic speech in the late 1990s (Mauranen,
2010). Some of the first major corpora, which
include the speech of EAP users, such as
MICASE and T2K-SWAL in the USA and the
BASE corpus in the UK, led the way for the
study of speech in academic contexts. In
recent years, frameworks such as English as a
Lingua Franca in Academic Settings (ELFA),
which investigates communication between
English L2 researchers in academic contexts
(Jenkins, 2013), have gained importance since
their establishment in 2001.

A significant development in this field
is the ELFA corpus project, which collected a
corpus of spoken English from international
degree programs at the University of Tampere
in  Finland (Mauranen, 2005, 2006a;
Mauranen and Ranta, 2008). This corpus has
provided authentic data from various
academic speech events. To understand how
spoken English is used in contemporary
academic contexts, it is essential to analyze a
corpus from real English as a Lingua Franca
settings. That is why numerous studies have
employed corpus methodology in their
research, providing valuable insights into ELF
communication patterns (Bjorkman, 2009;
Cogo and Dewey, 2012; Joki¢, 2017; Kaur,
2009; Mauranen, 2005, 2006b, 2007).
Therefore, this study focuses on a spoken
corpus to investigate the strategies that
academic ELF speakers adopt to manage
flow, taking into account the developing
nature of ELF and the limited research on
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spoken contexts. The aim is to investigate
how academics organize their discourse in
various academic  settings, including
seminars, lectures, and discussions.

2.3. The Role of Metadiscourse in the
Management of Flow: Functions and
Implications in Academic Communication

Metadiscourse plays an interpersonal
role in managing discourse flow in both
spoken and written academic contexts. This
has led to considerable research in discourse
analysis because of its importance in
organizing and guiding communication. In
academic texts, the MD differs from that in
non-academic texts because it emphasizes
supporting and advancing the writer's
academic arguments while also providing
information with a clear purpose (Hyland and
Tse, 2004). Through  textual and
conversational functions, it can be claimed
that it helps scholars to organize their
discourse and develop their ideas. This also
could enable both listeners and readers to
better structure, understand, and evaluate the
messages in the discourse. To achieve this,
speakers utilize different MD features for
specific functions in terms of discourse flow.
For example, they signal the beginning and
end of topics through features such as
announcing and closing to ensure clarity and
cohesion. They also utilize other phorics-
related features that contribute to the
organization of discourse. These include
clarifying the sequence of parts through
enumerating, guiding the audience to specific
points in the discourse with endophoric
marking, indicating upcoming or previous
content through previewing and reviewing,
and commenting on the discourse context
through contextualizing (Adel, 2010). Such
functions can be meaningful for maintaining
coherence in Dboth spoken and written
academic communication.

It is important to recognize that the term
metadiscourse has multiple interpretations,
with its scope and definition varying across
spoken and written language, as well as
among different theoretical models. Early

frameworks such as those by Vande Kopple
(1985) and Crismore et al. (1993)
conceptualized metadiscourse broadly as
linguistic elements that guide readers or
listeners through a text. Later, scholars like
Hyland (2005) framed metadiscourse more
narrowly as a self-conscious interactional
stance taken by the speaker or writer toward
the audience. In contrast, Adel (2006, 2022)
emphasized a reflexive approach, viewing
metadiscourse as “discourse about discourse™
that remains within the world of
communication itself rather than engaging
with the external world. Mauranen (2001)
also contributed to highlighting
metadiscursive strategies, particularly in
academic ELF settings. In spoken academic
communication, recent empirical
investigations demonstrate that discourse-
organizing metadiscourse contributes to real-
time processing. For instance, Bouziri (2020)
highlights how topic-signaling  devices
establish  macro-structural  coherence in
university lectures, while Kashiha (2022)
demonstrates that endophoric  marking
functions as a primary discourse-organizing
resource in academic speech compared to
political genres. Furthermore, recent English-
Medium Instruction (EMI) studies (Bernad-
Mecho, 2024; Doiz and Lasagabaster, 2022)
emphasize that metadiscourse serves a critical
pedagogical and accommodation function in
multilingual tertiary  classrooms.  Thus,
different models offer different points of
emphasis, from the management of audience
relations to the reflexive organization of
discourse.

Because of its complex and diverse
characteristics, MD has been characterized as
‘fuzzy’ (Adel, 2006; Crismore et al., 1993;
Hyland, 2005; Hyland and Tse, 2004; Jiang
and Akbas, 2024). According to Vande
Kopple (1985), MD is the language strategies
employed by writers or speakers to interact
with their audience. Meanwhile, Hyland
(2005) defines MD as more than just the
transfer of information. It also shows the
personalities of the communicators and
includes their perspectives and interpretations.
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More recent definitions explain that
metadiscourse serves two primary purposes:
organizing discourse and managing the
interaction between speakers and listeners.
Hyland and Jiang (2018) describe it as a
resource that helps to control the relationships
between speakers, texts, and audiences. Akbas
et al. (2017) and Akbas and Hatipoglu (2018)
emphasize its pragmatic and strategic role in
academic writing, and Adel (2022) presents it
as a reflexive discourse integrated into
communication. Despite its many definitions
and complexities, metadiscourse is often
regarded as ‘discourse about discourse’ (Adel
and Mauranen, 2010), which suggests its role
in guiding speakers and listeners through the
organization and structure of communication.
This basic characterization is widely accepted
and frequently included in the definitions of
MD in numerous academic studies.
Regardless of the framework applied,
MD helps to manage the flow of the
conversation and enables both speakers and
writers to organize their messages effectively
(Jiang and Akbas, 2024) in academic settings.
Earlier research focused on MD in various
written academic genres, such as research
articles (Hyland and Tse, 2004; Mur-Dueiias,
2011), essays (Bondi, 2010; Kawase, 2015;
Rubio, 2011), and theses (Akbas, 2012; Dahl,
2004; Pérez-Llantada, 2010), and also in
English as a Lingua Franca (ELF) context
(Adel, 2006; Doiz and Lasagabaster, 2022;
Hong and Cao, 2014; Li and Wharton, 2012).
Mauranen (2010) argues, however, that MD
plays an even more important role in spoken
interaction due to the greater need to manage
discourse in real-time communication. This
suggests that although most MD research has
traditionally focused on written genres, there
has been a growing interest in spoken
discourse in recent years (Adel, 2010, 2022;
Bouziri, 2020; Mauranen, 2001, 2010; Penz,
2017; Zhu, 2018). As a result, there is now
increasing recognition of the complexities
involved in managing discourse flow in
multilingual, interactive, and fluid spoken
events such as seminars, presentations, and
doctoral defenses. Building upon this, the

current study emphasizes the need to examine
metadiscourse features in various real-time
academic exchanges.

2.4. Academic Spoken Genres

In academic settings, various spoken
genres, such as lectures, seminars,
presentations, and discussions, serve distinct
purposes. They follow different styles, and
these varying styles have an impact on how
speakers organize and manage discourse. A
genre, according to Swales (1990), is
composed of communicative events that share
a set of common goals, which in turn
influence the expectations and techniques
employed by speakers in each situation.
While earlier corpus studies focused heavily
on written research articles, recent ELF
research has expanded to investigate spoken
event types. Studies by Bernad-Mecho and
Fortanet-Gomez (2019) and Molino (2018)
show that monologic lectures rely heavily on
sequential enumeration and explicit topic
management to orient international audiences.
For example, lectures and presentations are
typically one-sided, with a single speaker
delivering the information to the audience.
Mauranen (2009) explains that lectures
provide information about conceptual
systems, previous research findings, and facts.
In other words, they provide familiarity with
content that is considered essential knowledge
in a specific field. In contrast, recent work on
interactive spoken genres (Mauranen et al.,
2020; Penz, 2017) reveals that multi-party
discussions demand reflexive scaffolding and
real-time contextualizing moves to manage
open floor negotiations. For instance,
seminars and discussions tend to be more
interactive, encouraging group discussions
and engagement. Therefore, participants share
the responsibility for maintaining the flow
and success of the conversation (Warren,
2006). Unlike lectures, seminar discussions
develop gradually, are more spontaneous, and
usually involve fewer layers of simultaneous
organization  (Mauranen, 2005). These
differences are likely to influence how the
speakers employ MD features to organize
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their speech. In dialogues, metadiscourse
plays a much broader role, and this is
especially true for discourse management.
This aspect is crucial for successful
communication, as it facilitates the
organization of both the text and the
interaction (Mauranen et al., 2010). By
examining reflexive metadiscourse across
seven distinct spoken event types, this study
builds upon these recent insights to provide a
comprehensive  cross-genre  comparative
analysis.

Prior corpus research on spoken
academic metadiscourse (MD) has developed
along two major tracks, corresponding to the
monologic and  dialogic modes  of
communication. The first, and  most
established, track focuses on monologic
genres, primarily academic lectures and
student presentations, where the speaker bears
the sole communicative burden of managing
information flow in real time. In these
settings,  scholars  have  consistently
demonstrated that organizational
metadiscourse is for maintaining clarity and
managing cognitive load. For instance,
research on academic lectures (Dafouz and
Perucha, 2010; Kashiha, 2022; Lee and
Subtirelu, 2015) highlights that lecturers rely
heavily on structural scaffolding (such as
endophoric marking and previewing) to
establish macro-coherence and guide student
comprehension. Similarly, analyses of student
presentations (Adel, 2022; Magnucz, 2012;
Rowley-Jolivet and Carter-Thomas, 2005)
reveal that effective speakers utilize
metadiscursive "moves" to compensate for
linguistic limitations, actively structuring their
discourse to align with audience expectations.
Recent work in English-medium instruction
(EMI) contexts (Bernad-Mecho, 2024
Molino, 2018) further supports this, showing
that when speakers and audiences navigate
linguistically diverse environments, explicit
organizational signposting shifts from a
rhetorical option to a pragmatic necessity.
However, a critical tension arises when
moving from these highly structured,
monologic settings to interactive, dialogic

speech events (such as seminar discussions
and doctoral defenses). In these fluid
environments, communication iS  co-
constructed, meaning that speakers cannot
rely on pre-planned structural maps. While
monologues can have forward-looking textual
features  (like previewing and topic
announcements), interactive talk relies on
retrospective and reflexive resources (like
reviewing and contextualizing) to resolve
comprehension challenges on the spot
(Mauranen, 2010; Penz, 2017; Zare and
Tavakoli, 2015). Despite these insights,
existing literature remains heavily
fragmented:  studies typically examine
monologic lectures (Bouziri, 2020) or
dialogic conflict talk (Penz, 2017) in
isolation, rather than comparing them
systematically. As Jiang and Akbas (2024)
observe, metadiscourse serves as a primary
mechanism through which written/spoken
academic communicators adapt their language
to meet the specific rhetorical demands of
distinct genres and disciplinary settings. Thus,
by evaluating these metadiscursive strategies
across a unified continuum of seven distinct
speech events in the ELFA corpus, this study
addresses this division, mapping how the
functional value of discourse management
shifts as interactions become increasingly
dialogic and collaborative

3. Methodology

3.1. Data: ELFA Corpus

This study draws on the ELFA corpus
(English as a Lingua Franca in Academic
Settings). It is a rich collection of transcribed
spoken academic interactions. Comprising
approximately one million words, the corpus
represents around 131 hours of recorded
speech from various academic events. The
data were obtained from several Finnish
universities, including the University of
Helsinki and Tampere University, as well as
their associated technological universities. All
ELFA speakers have an educational
background that includes formal instruction in
English as well as experience of speaking the
language. They are generally well-educated,
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as most of them possess at least one
university degree. The academic nature of the
data is important, as it influences how
metadiscourse is employed.

The ELFA corpus provides data for the
usage of English as a Lingua Franca. It
encompasses 650 speakers from 51 different
native language backgrounds. Of the
participants, about 28.5% are Finnish
speakers, while only 5.1% are native or
bilingual English speakers. In general, the
corpus consists only of authentic data, as it
comprises naturally occurring interactions
rather than speech explicitly delivered for
research purposes. The data comprise 165
speech events of various discourse types,
including lectures, seminars, thesis defenses,
and conference presentations. Event type is
employed as a general term in the data,

although many commonly recognized event
types are considered genres (Mauranen,
2006a). The data includes both monologic and
dialogic speech, indicating whether there was
one speaker or multiple active participants.
Both types are included, but the focus is on
dialogic events, specifically multi-party
discussions. Monologic events, such as
lectures and presentations, make up 33% of
the data. In contrast, dialogic and polylogic
events, which include seminars, thesis
defenses, and conference discussions,
represent a remarkable portion, totaling 67%
of the data. Thus, approximately two-thirds of
the data consists of these dialogic interactions.
Figure 1 provides a visual representation of
the detailed distribution of event types within
the ELFA corpus

Figure 1. Distribution of event types in the ELFA corpus Mauranen et al. (2010)

Conference
, Conference
Panel disc. :
1% disc.
7%

. . PhD thesis
Seminar disc. ___defence pres.
33% 20,

\ PhD thesis
Seminar pres. defence disc.

8% /

Lecture disc.
6%

To ensure a systematic, objective, and
replicable selection process, speech events
from the ELFA corpus were selected based on
explicit quantitative thresholds and structural
eligibility criteria rather than subjective
sampling. To achieve cross-genre
comparability, an empirical threshold of per
event-type subcorpus was established. Based

20%
\Lectures

14%

on this threshold, minor event categories that
individually accounted for only 1% (Panel
Discussions) and 2% (Defense Presentations)
of the total ELFA corpus volume were
explicitly excluded, as their limited data size
precluded reliable comparative analysis.
Conversely, seven speech event types met the
eligibility threshold: Conference Discussions,
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Conference Presentations, Doctoral Defense
Discussions, Lecture Discussions, Lectures,
Seminar Discussions, and Seminar
Presentations. To prevent arbitrary textual
fragmentation and preserve the natural
interactional flow, extended single-event
transcripts (such as Conference Discussions,
totaling 78,484 tokens) were retained in their

Table 1. Descriptions of ELFA Corpus Speech Events

complete form rather than truncated to match
the exact 60,000-token baseline. Importantly,
all eligible files in the ELFA corpus meeting
these explicit criteria across the seven
selected event types were retained in full,
resulting in an exhaustive analytical corpus of
83 complete speech event transcripts.

File number Tokens Recording Duration
Conference Discussions 14 78484 548 min.
Conference Presentations 21 62946 462 min.
Doctoral Defense Discussions 4 61621 431 min.
Lecture Discussions 12 61561 445 min.
Lectures 8 59022 475 min.
Seminar Discussions 5 60507 373 min.
Seminar Presentations 19 62000 474 min.
TOTAL 83 446,141 3208 min.

As Table 1 shows, the total corpus
comprises 83 texts, totaling 446,141 tokens
and approximately 3,208 minutes of recorded
data. These include monologic events such as
lectures,  seminar  presentations, and
conference presentations, as well as dialogic
events including seminar discussions, lecture
discussions, doctoral defense discussions, and
conference discussions. The study maintains
the integrity of each speech event's content
while ensuring a fair and methodical
comparison of metadiscourse across various
academic speech genres by incorporating a
range of token counts.

3.2. Data Analysis Process

Data analysis was conducted manually
using the UAM Corpus Tool (Version 3.3,
O’Donnell, 2008). This tool enables users to
annotate texts at various linguistic layers
according to their preferences. In this study,
83 texts were initially uploaded to the UAM
CorpusTool. Each event was carefully

reviewed and annotated for linguistic
elements, with a qualitative focus on coding
and tagging segments based on relevant
metadiscourse features. While Adel (2022)
proposes a comprehensive taxonomy with
multiple dimensions, this study focuses
specifically on the features related to
managing  discourse  flow, including
announcing the topic, concluding the topic,
contextualizing, endophoric marking,
enumerating, previewing, and reviewing. To
ensure consistency, each feature was coded
based on Adel’s (2022) explicit definitions
and examples. In cases where coding was not
straightforward or required reconsideration, a
retreating process was followed, allowing for
reevaluation and refinement of earlier
decisions.  When uncertainty  endured,
interrater discussion was used to resolve
ambiguities and reach a shared decision.
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Figure 2. An annotation window of the UAM Corpus
o g_the_

Coding  View  Edit  Options Help << j j >> Deletel

<S2> well dear <FOREIGN> kustos </[FOREIGN> my esteemed opponent ladies and gentlem
en as a aim of my PhD study is related to taurine in the introductionary lecture i would like to giv

e a brief description of the role of this amino acid in our (xx) , in brief i will focus on er quantity

Tool

of taurine in the human body er its sources and er approved or proposed application in medicir

e and related fields . taurine has been first isolated from the bile of ox in , er </S2>
<S1> <ADJUSTING THE LIGHTS> oh you need them!f/S1>

<S2> mhm , in the 1827 and the first proposed physiological function for for taurine was a conj
ugation of the bile salts however the extensive research on taurine was started only in the 1960

s and then it was shown that taurine is abundant in many animal tissues and serves various phy
sinloaical functions includina namoreaulation neuromodulation er cell memhbrane stahilisation r

Selected MANAGING_THE_FLOW2-TYPE]| Gloss |
managing_the_flow2 announcing_topic
concluding_topic
previewing
reviewing

contextualizing
endophoric_marking
enumarating

Comment:

The manual analysis involved a close
reading of the texts. This was to ensure that
no potential markers were missed during the
tagging process. Target markers were first
identified using concordance lines, and each
marker was then carefully examined to ensure
accuracy. This kind of detailed analysis was
necessary because metadiscursive expressions
often have multiple functions and are highly
content-dependent. In this way, it is possible
to identify sentences that may appear to be
metadiscursive but which do not have the
characteristics of metadiscourse. As an
example, structures that fall ‘out of the world
of discourse’ (Adel, 2006) are not classified
as metadiscourse. For instance, without close
reading, the structure in the following
sentence would typically be categorized as
enumerating.

(1) The third-world economies became
geared more toward the needs of their
first world colonial masters than the
domestic needs of their own societies.
(Seminar Presentations 011C)

4

(2) We are the third world’s third largest
largest automobile producer. (Seminar
Presentations 08B)

In general, the metadiscursive features
were clear and concise. However, occasional
overlaps were observed, particularly with the
feature 'announcing the topic.' In cases where
metadiscursive features demonstrated
multiple functions or overlapped, the primary
communicative goal of the speaker served as
the basis for the coding decision. For
example, in Seminar Presentation 01A (I
shall explain how above arguments is based
on the following subtopics..."), although the
speaker was both previewing and announcing
upcoming sections, the primary function was
coded as announcing the topic because the
focus was on introducing the main structure
of the talk. In another case, in Conference
Presentations 03E (‘Today I will er, if not
more, talk about a project that I’ve been
coordinating the last few years, so on an e-
European level.”), even though the speaker
provides a brief overview of the content
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(previewing), the central goal is to declare the
topic, leading to its annotation as announcing.
These examples demonstrate how overlapping
instances were handled systematically by
emphasizing the dominant function. Such
fluidity illustrates the need for context-
sensitive  annotation in  metadiscourse
analysis.

In addition, to operationalize Adel’s
(2006, 2022) reflexive framework, this study
distinguishes between macro-level discourse
segments and micro-level functional moves.
Adel’s (2022)  framework  defines
metadiscourse  based on its reflexive
communicative function within the ongoing
interaction. Within this framework, an
operational 'instance' was defined as a discrete
linguistic expression performing a distinct
metadiscursive micro-act. In real-time spoken
ELF interactions, speakers frequently deploy
consecutive metadiscursive signals (e.g., self-
corrections, reformulations, or iterative
signposts) within a single turn to reinforce
structural clarity for multilingual listeners.
For instance, in Conference Presentation 05J,
the  speaker  uses  several  distinct
metadiscursive expressions in succession:

(3) “well I’ll this is the s- the er topic of
my presentation today I’ll be discussing
basically that’s the title of the paper that
I’ve written here, and er there this is the
summary what | generally want to to
discuss so I’ll talk a little bit about the
intro- introduce er the the topic there.’

Rather than treating the entire turn as a
single broad macro-segment, each expression
was annotated individually because it
performs a distinct reflexive micro-function:
(a) declaring the presentation topic (‘this is the
topic of my presentation today’), (b)
referencing the written paper title (‘that's the
title of the paper’), (c) delineating the talk
agenda (‘'this is the summary what | generally
want to discuss’), and (d) signaling the initial
structural move (‘'so I'll talk a little bit about...
introduce the topic there’). This micro-move
tagging strategy ensures that the full extent of

online metadiscursive effort expended by
spoken ELF speakers is captured. While
micro-level tagging yields higher absolute
occurrence counts than macro-segmentation,
this operational unit was applied with strict
consistency across all 83 transcripts, thereby
maintaining construct validity and ensuring
unconfounded cross-genre comparisons. The
UAM Corpus Tool (O'Donnell, 2008) was
employed to support both the qualitative
coding process and the quantitative analysis
of metadiscursive features. The tool provides
statistical outputs, including distributions,
frequencies, and percentages, which enable
researchers to compare linguistic features
across different sections of a corpus. In this
study, the tool initially facilitated the
annotation of all 83 speech events, providing
an overview of feature distributions across the
data. However, due to the large size and
complexity of the annotated dataset, the
software  occasionally  crashed  during
statistical processing. As a result, the
percentages and frequencies presented in this
study were recalculated manually based on
the raw counts exported from the tool. The
findings from  both  qualitative and
quantitative analyses were then compared
across the seven speech event types to
identify shared and distinctive patterns in the
use of metadiscourse. These results are
discussed with a focus on the usage, function,
and distribution of metadiscursive features
within and across the analyzed academic
genres.

To ensure the consistency, credibility
and replicability of the coding schema, the
dataset was evaluated through both intra-rater
and inter-rater reliability testing. Reliability
testing was conducted on a randomly selected,
representative sample of 220 complete
metadiscursive cases drawn across all seven
academic speech event types. Case-processing
analysis confirmed a complete dataset with
0 missing cases (100% valid processing). To
evaluate intra-rater consistency, the first
author re-coded the entire 220-case sample
after a three-month interval to eliminate recall
bias. For inter-rater reliability, the sample was
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independently coded by a second researcher
who held a PhD in applied linguistics
specializing in Adel’s (2022) taxonomy. The
second coder was not involved in the initial
data annotation but was briefed on the
specific operational parameters of this study.
Cohen’s kappa statistics were calculated on
initial, unassisted coding to determine
baseline  agreement  before  consensus
discussions. Initial  independent coding
yielded 17 divergent decisions out of 220
cases. The baseline inter-rater agreement
achieved x = 0.923 (Asymptotic SE = 0.20,
p < .001 < .001), while intra-rater agreement
achieved x = 0.923 (Asymptotic SE = 0.009,
p <.001< .001). According to established
statistical benchmarks (Landis and Koch,
1977; McHugh, 2012), kappa values above
0.81 represent almost perfect agreement.
Following the calculation of baseline kappa,
all 17 initial  discrepancies  were
collaboratively reviewed and raters reached a
consensus.

3.3. Statistical Analysis Procedure

To determine  whether observed
differences in metadiscourse distribution
across the seven academic speech event types
were statistically distinguishable (RQ?2),
inferential statistical testing was conducted.
Because subcorpus sizes varied across genres
(from 59,022 to 78,484 tokens), a weighted
Chi-Square  Goodness-of-Fit ~ test  was
performed (df=6). The null hypothesis
(H,) specified that metadiscourse occurrences
are distributed across the seven speech event
subcorpora in exact proportion to their word
counts. Expected frequencies  were
mathematically calculated as
E; = N_gcor X (Tokens, /446,141), where
Tokens; represents the word count of
subcorpus. All expected cell counts exceeded
the  minimum  assumption  threshold
E; = 5. With this, we aim to ensure that
expected values reflect subcorpus size
imbalances rather than assuming equal word
counts across genres. In addition, an overall
7x7 contingency table Chi-Square test was

performed across all categories and genres.
Effect sizes for the category-level goodness-
of-fit tests were quantified using Cohen's w
(interpreted as small = .10, medium = .30,
large = .50), whereas Cramér's V was
calculated for the overall 7 x 7 contingency-
table test.Furthermore, while token-level Chi-
Square testing, a standard baseline heuristic in
corpus linguistics (McEnery et al., 2006)
provides a standard baseline in corpus
linguistics, we recognize that metadiscourse
tokens are nested within 83 transcripts.
Because individual tokens within the same
transcript are not strictly independent, the
Chi-Square statistics are treated as indicative
baseline measures rather than definitive proof
of causal variation, and inferential claims are
qualified accordingly. We also acknowledge
that no formal adjustment for multiple
comparisons was applied during initial
category-level testing. Nevertheless, to
account for potential alpha inflation across
seven simultaneous Chi-Square tests, we
evaluate the resulting individual p-values
against a conventional Bonferroni-adjusted
significance threshold
(@sgjustea = -05/7 *.0071). Therefore, we
interpreted the results falling between .0071
and .05 cautiously as exploratory or marginal
trends rather than robustly significant
category-level variations.

4. Results and Discussion

To explore how metadiscourse features
were employed across different academic
speech events, an analysis was conducted to
determine the frequency and the percentage
distributions of each MD feature. Several
findings are identified about how speakers
organize the flow and clarify their discourse
in terms of MD features. A quantitative
analysis of these MD functions across the
speech events in question resulted in a total of
1909 instances. The number of tokens
employed in each speech event was set at
approximately 60,000 To account for unequal
subcorpus sizes across the seven speech event
types (ranging from 59,022 tokens in Lectures
to 78,484 tokens in Conference Discussions),
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raw occurrence counts were normalized to a
standardized metric of occurrences per 10,000
tokens. Thus, while raw frequencies are
retained in all tables for transparency, cross-

event comparisons and genre-sensitive
interpretations throughout the results are
based on these normalized frequency rates per
10,000 tokens.

Table 2. Overall Distribution of Metadiscourse Features about Managing the Flow

Metadiscourse features Raw frequencies Percentages
Enumerating 568 29.75%
Endophoric marking 398 20.85%
Contextualizing 372 19.49%
Announcing topic 286 14.98%
Reviewing 129 6.76%
Previewing 82 4.30%
Concluding topic 74 3.87%

Total 1909 100%

Enumerating is the most commonly
employed feature, accounting for 29.75% of
the total, as shown in Table 2. This might
indicate that speakers needed more sequential
organization to guide their listeners through
complexity by emphasizing logical order and
clarity. Its consistent usage may also help L2
listeners to follow the progression of ideas
and points. This feature can help to reduce
potential ambiguity in academic speeches by,
for example, allowing arguments to be ranked
in order of importance and ensuring a clear
progression of argument (Adel, 2006).

Endophoric markings occur in 20.85%
of instances, which demonstrates the
importance of referring to discourse elements.
It can be argued that by frequently employing
endophoric references, speakers can maintain
a clear and organized flow of information,
allowing listeners to concentrate on the topic
or points being discussed. As can be observed,
both endophoric marking and enumerating are
frequently employed in these speech events,
supporting Adel's (2022) analysis of an online
MA-level English language teaching context,
which suggests that these features are vital in
academic settings for achieving coherence
and clarity. This is also supported by Kashiha
(2022), who emphasizes the importance of
endophoric marking in educational genres.
His research shows that endophoric marking

is the most commonly employed discourse
organizer in university lectures.

We could argue that the importance of
endophoric marking in specific academic
contexts for organization, coherence, and
clear communication is supported by this
consistency across studies. However, the
findings of Lee and Subtirelu (2015), who
found that endophoric markers were rare and
among the least employed features in both the
L2CD and MICASE corpora, present a
contrasting perspective. They attribute this to
the nature of classroom communication and
its reliance on deictic expressions and
gestures, which, as we have previously noted,
suggests that multimodal elements may
influence the use of MD. The discrepancy
between their findings and the current study
may also stem from contextual and functional
differences in the types of speech events
analyzed.  Unlike  general  classroom
interactions, academic discourses involve the
simultaneous  processing of  high-level
intellectual content and real-time speech, and
they offer more sophisticated data than more
conventional interactions (Mauranen, 2006a).

The frequent use of discourse
organizers similar to those in this study was
also observed in Molino’s (2018) study on
English-medium instruction (EMI) lectures.
In her research, discourse organizers were
found to be frequently employed to organize

HAYYHBIX PE3YJ/IBTAT. BOITPOCHI TEOPETUYECKO! Y MPUKJIAZJHOW JIMHTBUCTUKH
RESEARCH RESULT. THEORETICAL AND APPLIED LINGUISTICS



. Y HayuHnulii pesyrbmam. Bonpocel meopemuyeckotl u npukaadHoii aunzeucmuxu. T. 12, Ne3 2026
% benry e
ben Research result. Theoretical and Applied Linguistics, 12 (3). 2026

the discourse flow, particularly through the
use of impersonal metatext, previewing,
reviewing, endophoric marking, and, finally,
contextualizing with personal metatext. As a
result, it can be inferred that the frequent
usage of such features of MD is a
characteristic of academic discourse. In these
academic settings, speakers are likely to
prefer explicit references to ensure the flow of
discourse and clarity. This may be especially
important when they address diverse ELF
audiences who may not share the same
physical or situational context.

The frequency of contextualizing
reflects a primary orientation toward framing
and structuring ideas during discourse
organization. Its frequent occurrence in the
spoken genre is consistent with Adel’s (2010)
findings. She demonstrated that
contextualization occurs more frequently in
spoken discourse than in written texts. This is
most likely because spoken communication
has a more flexible structure, and speakers
often refer to the production process and their
ongoing actions, in contrast to written
discourse, which is more rigid and pre-
planned. Another possible explanation is that
ELF speakers try to make the content
accessible by setting the scene or providing
background information to manage the flow
of conversation.

With a not insignificant usage, the
features announcing the topic (14.98%) and
reviewing (6.76%) indicate that speakers
intentionally introduce and review issues to
manage the flow of discourse. The
announcement of the topic helps establish the
focus of the discourse or signals a shift to a
new topic, thus making transitions evident.
Similarly, reviewing allows speakers to
reinforce or clarify ideas that have already
been presented, hence contributing to
coherence and understanding by the audience.
In contrast to these more frequently employed
features, the relatively low frequencies of
previewing and concluding a topic may
suggest that while references and formal
closures are employed, they may not be as big
a part of managing flow as other features.

This suggests that ELF speakers in academic
speech events rely more heavily on ongoing
organization, context building as well as
backward referencing than on forward-
looking previewing or explicit topic closure.
Nonetheless, the comparatively low overall
frequency of Previewing can reveal
substantial variation across academic speech
event types, which could indicate that the
resource can be selectively concentrated in
particular academic spoken contexts.

Considering the results above, this study
is in line with Bernad-Mechd's (2024)
findings in several respects. Both studies
show that contextualizing is the third most
frequent feature, whereas concluding the topic
appears less frequent when compared to the
other features. Furthermore, a similar pattern
appears in both studies in which reviewing is
more common than previewing, which
emphasizes the shared tendencies in
metadiscourse usage. The concluding topic
feature had the lowest frequency across
courses, according to another study by
Bernad-Mecho and Fortanet-Gomez (2019),
with values ranging from 0.1 in the American
Literature course to 0.4 in others. This
suggests that lecturers may not frequently
signal the conclusion of topics. The present
study supports this observation and further
emphasizes the minor role of formal topic
conclusions in spoken academic discourse.

These results indicate a broader
tendency among speakers to give more weight
to elements that support flow management,
such as enumerating endophoric markings,
than to those that formally close topics. In this
context, features like enumerating, which was
found to be the most frequently employed,
may serve not only structural purposes but
also cognitive and communicative ones. As
Adel (2012) argues, enumerating supports
listener orientation strategies by guiding the
audience through complex content and aiding
comprehension. Thus, further research could
explore how such features function not only
to organize discourse but also to reduce
processing load in ELF speech and enhance
listener engagement in multilingual academic
interactions.
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Table 3. Inferential Chi-Square (.#2)Goodness-of-Fit Tests Across Speech Events

. Total  Degrees .
Mect:aacélézc;‘)orl;rse Raw of S;:S;-re Significance Effect Size
Count Freedom
Announcing the Topic 286 6 182.90 <.001 w=.800; Large
Endophoric Marking 398 6 183.67 <.001 w=.679; Large
Enumerating 568 6 157.79 <.001 w=.527; Large
Contextualizing 372 6 50.00 <.001 w=.367; Medium
Previewing 82 6 35.24 <.001 W=.656; Large
Concluding the Topic 74 6 36.54 <.001 w=.703; Large
Reviewing 129 6 17.05 .0091 w=.364; Medium
Overall Contingency 1909 36 25742  <.001 V=150
Matrix
Regarding the statistical difference imply that metadiscourse use may adapt to the

across speech event types, inferential various communicative and  structural
statistical ~ testing  supported that the demands of distinct academic contexts rather
distribution of reflexive metadiscourse than occurring at random

features varies significantly across the seven
academic speech event types
¥2(36) = 257.42,p < .001, Cramér’'s V = .150

Under the Bonferroni-adjusted
threshold (e,4;,4.4 = -0071), six of the seven
individual categories (i.e., Enumerating,
Endophoric Marking, Contextualizing, Topic
Announcement, Previewing, and Topic
Conclusion) remain statistically significant
(p <.001 to p =.0045). In contrast with
this, Reviewing (¥*(6) = 17.05, p =.0091)
falls between .0071 and .05 and is interpreted
cautiously as an exploratory but marginal
trend rather than a category-level difference.
these inferential results suggest that cross-
genre variations in metadiscourse density are
statistically distinguishable across speech
event types. While quantitative corpus data
alone cannot establish direct causal
mechanisms, these distributional patterns

4.1. Enumerating Across
Events

Enumerating reveals the order of certain
parts of the discourse by using numbers to
relate them to each other. As can be seen in
the examples below, it enables speakers to
break down content into manageable sections,
making it easier for the audience to follow
and understand the discourse's structure.

Speech

(4) the first thing | have to say that my
title has changed a little bit changed
(Conference Presentation 06B)

(5) okay the third criticism comes from
the limits of the narrative analysis
(Conference Presentations 03D)

(6) In the second step we discuss the
theorotical framework (Doctoral
Defense Discussion 020)
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Table 4. Distribution of Enumerating across speech events (raw frequency & normalized rate per

10,000 tokens)
Doctoral Seminar Conf. Lecture Seminar Conf.
Defense Lect. . . X
. Pres. Pres. Disc. Disc. Disc.
Disc.
Raw 159 101 91 79 60 50 28
Frequency
Per 10,000
tokens 25.80 16.29 15.42 12.55 9.75 8.26 3.57

According to the data, each genre
employs enumerating differently, which is
unique to that genre's characteristics. If we
were to analyze each one, the data would
indicate that enumerating is most prevalent in
doctoral defense discussions (25.80 per
10,000 words). This far exceeds the density
observed in monologic genres such as
Seminar Presentations (16.29 per 10,000) and
Lectures (15.42 per 10,000). This high
reliance on sequential signposting aligns with
the specialized communicative and evaluative
demands of doctoral defenses. It may also
suggest that in these high-stakes academic
speech events, both doctoral
opponents/examiners and candidates utilize
enumerating as a cognitive and pragmatic tool
to navigate complex multi-layered discourse.
This may also stem from the formal and
argumentative nature of doctoral defenses.
The high frequency of enumerating in lectures
(15.42 per 10,000 tokens) and seminar
presentations (16.29 per 10,000 tokens)
further  underscores the necessity for
presenters to organize content clearly for the
audience. This may be explained by the fact
that academic writing and lectures share
similarities in that both require content to be
arranged in a clear, hierarchical manner
(Thompson, 2003). At the lower end,
"enumerating” appears less frequently in
seminar discussions (8.26 per 10,000 tokens)
and even less so in conference discussions
(3.57 per 10,000 tokens), where discourse
unfolds through spontaneous turn-taking
rather than pre-planned or highly formalized

argumentation. This could suggest a less
straightforward, more adaptable discourse
style that is often present in these diverse and
interactive discussions. In light of the results
obtained, it can be suggested that enumerating
is more prevalent in formal, structured
contexts, such as doctoral defenses, seminar
presentations, and lectures, where it facilitates
the organization of information for a coherent
discourse flow. Nevertheless, it is less
common in events that are more flexible and
do not require strict sequencing, like
conference discussions.

4.2. Endophoric Marking across
Speech Events

Endophoric marking concerns instances
in which reference is made to a particular
point in the discourse. It does not clarify
whether it is before or after the current point.
Thus, unlike previewing and reviewing,
endophoric marking occurs in situations
where this distinction is irrelevant (Adel,
2022). It can be employed, for example, to
draw the audience's attention to specific
materials, such as a table, a particular point in
a handout, or a visual aid. The examples that
follow illustrate this point clearly. The
speaker in example (7) draws the audience's
attention to specific funding sources, most
likely using a slide or chart as a visual aid. In
example (8), the speaker points to a particular
line, directing the audience to focus on one
specific detail. Similarly, in example (9), the
speaker draws attention to the last page of a
handout, and in example (10), the speaker
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combines explanation with visual observation,
directing the audience to notice specific color
changes within a film. The implication here is
that the speakers employ endophoric marking
to reinforce the explanation by linking it to a
dynamic visual element.

(7) if you look you you see er the, the
the the sources of financing change
(Conference Presentations 05J)

(8) if you look at the second line, there

is the new bussiness opportunity
(Conference Presentations 08B)

(9) if you look at the last page of that
that copy you see this er chart with
united nations at various bodies under
that (Lecture 01A)

(10) here is the movie which shows you
this effect if you look at the green and
the red color you will see that at a
certain point red color goes the intensity
goes up (Lecture 023A)

Table 5. Distribution of Endophoric Marking across speech events (raw frequency & normalized

rate per 10,000 tokens)

Doctoral Seminar Conf. Lecture Seminar Conf.
Defense Lec . . .
. Pres. Pres. Disc. Disc. Disc.
Disc.

Raw 101 103 79 59 30 19 7
Frequency
Per 10,000 16.61 16.39 13.38 9.37 4.87 3.14 0.89
tokens

The normalized distribution per 10,000
tokens demonstrates clear variation in how
endophoric markings are utilized across
academic speech event types. The highest
frequency of endophoric marking is observed
in Seminar Presentations (16.61 per 10,000
tokens) and Doctoral Defense Discussions
(16.39 per 10,000 tokens). In seminar
presentations, student speakers seem to
employ endophoric markers to cross-
reference visual aids, slides or preceding
sections of their talk to structure information
and guide their peers. Similarly, in doctoral
defenses, candidates and examiners frequently
utilize text-internal references to point
directly to specific chapters, data tables or
arguments  within  the  dissertation to
substantiate claims during rigorous academic
evaluation. We also find that monologic
lectures exhibit a high density of endophoric
markers (13.38 per 10,000 tokens), which can
serve a pedagogical function to organize
complex course material and orient students
across multi-part topics. Moderate use of
endophoric markers occurs in Conference

Presentations (9.37 per 10,000 tokens), in
which presenters employ endophorics to
connect slides and revisit key points
efficiently under strict time limits. Unlike
structured  presentations or  high-stakes
defenses, Lecture, Seminar and Conference
Discussions (4.87; 3.14 and 0.89 per 10,000
tokens, respectively) as dialogic speech
events unfold through spontaneous, turn-by-
turn interaction in which speakers directly
respond to immediate conversational turns
rather than referencing pre-planned textual
structures, resulting in significantly lower
densities of endophoric marking across these
interactive speech events.

It is also important to note that in ELF
academic communication, particularly in
lectures and presentations, endophoric
marking is often not limited to verbal cues
alone. As pointed out by Broggini and
Murphy (2017), speakers often reinforce these
features with multimodal resources, such as
pointing to slides, referring to handouts, or
employing spatial deixis. This suggests that
these multimodal strategies enhance audience
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orientation and reinforce the rhetorical
function of endophoric markers by linking
spoken content to visual or physical elements
in the communicative environment. This
pattern is consistent with the findings of Zare
and Tavakoli's (2015) study. They found that
endophoric  markings were  frequently
employed in academic lectures because
handouts and slides were readily available
and that limited references to particular parts
of the discourse explained their absence in
dialogic forms. In conclusion, endophoric
markers are deployed predominantly in
structured, formal settings such as
presentations and lectures. In contrast, they
occur less frequently in interactive
discussions  where text-internal  cross-
referencing is less necessary.

4.3. Contextualizing Across Speech
Events

Contextualizing is the comment of the
speaker or writer on the planning, production,
and organization of discourse. According to
Adel (2022), it often involves justifying the
choices made in structuring texts, which helps
to understand how the discourse was
produced. This is an important part of
managing the flow of discourse, as the
speakers ensure that the audience understands
the reasons for the course of the discourse.
Thus, this allows for a more coherent flow,
prepares the audience for what is to come, and
explains why certain decisions have been
taken. The significance of contextualizing in
spoken discourse aligns with the findings of
Luukka (1994) and Adel (2010). Both of
these scholars emphasize the high occurrence
of contextual metadiscourse in spoken
academic texts. Luukka (1994) attributes this
to the ‘live’ nature of oral presentations,
where speakers have to structure their
arguments in real time without the possibility
of revision. Similarly, Adel (2010) notes that
contextualizing occurs primarily in spoken
data due to the limited time available for
planning and editing in real-time discourse.

The following examples illustrate the
urgent need for speaker organization and

justification to manage the flow effectively.
The speaker's statement in (11), for instance,
that a decision will be made during the
presentation helps in flow management by
providing expectations for the audience. It
indicates that the speaker is explaining the
preparation time, which may influence how
the audience interprets the timing and pace of
the talk. Similarly, in (12), the speaker's
explanation of the available time for
discussion helps manage the flow. The
speaker explains how the schedule was
planned, which keeps the session structured
and helps the audience know what to expect.
In (13), the speaker justifies not including a
long bibliography, which helps to avoid
confusion and keeps the focus on the main
points. Finally, in the example from lecture
020A, the speaker explains why they are
starting with a particular concept. This
enables the audience to understand the flow of
ideas and why this starting point can be
essential. As is clear from these examples,
these explanations facilitate real-time flow
management by providing the audience with a
more transparent and predictable
understanding of the discourse's structure.

(11) it is not so easy to unders- okay but
er before it one more er excuse me i
have prepared not for (one two) hours
and that’s why i er, er i have to decide
during my presentation er (xx) okay one
example er, later | will speak about
library architecture. (Lecture 030)

(12) but we thought that two days might
be enough if we have a two full days we
<S16>(yes)<S16> could squeeze we
know now enough of each other’s topics
so that we go rather directly and we we
shall thoroughfully discuss each case
half an hour at least maybe three
quarters but we could do them in two
days if we al- take two days and even
eve-evening between for some drinking.
(Seminar Discussion 04B)

(13) i did actually want to mention as
well that i didn’t write a long
bibliography i have actually quite many
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sources but i didn’t put them down.
(Seminar Discussion 04B)

(14) i start with that it is not the one we
start with in in the paper but i think it’s
better to start there to set the scene or

what is going on and for the discussion
of the three concepts we are going to to
compare in my presentation. (Lecture
020A)

Table 6. Distribution of Contextualizing across speech events (raw frequency & normalized rate per

10,000 tokens)
Doctoral Seminar Conf. Lecture Seminar Conf.
Defense Lec ; . X
. Pres. Pres. Disc. Disc. Disc.
Disc.
Raw 83 38 64 45 51 61 30
Frequency
Per 10,000
tokens 13.47 6.13 10.84 7.15 8.28 10.08 3.82

As illustrated in Table 6, the highest
frequency of contextualizing is observed in
Doctoral Defense Discussions (13.47 per
10,000 tokens). This elevated rate underscores
how candidates and examiners frequently
contextualize discourse to clarify research
parameters, justify methodological decisions,
and outline the scope of their arguments under
high-stakes academic evaluation. Monologic
Lectures follow with a high density of 10.84
per 10,000 tokens. This aligns with Adel’s
(2010) findings in MICASE lectures,
demonstrating  that university lecturers
regularly employ contextualizing moves to
make spontaneous meta-comments such as
managing time constraints or framing ongoing
explanations to maintain discourse coherence
and audience orientation. We also find that
high to moderate usage is evident in dialogic
settings such as Seminar Discussions (10.08
per 10,000 tokens) and Lecture Discussions
(8.28 per 10,000 tokens). In such interactive
contexts, we suggest that participants use
contextualizing as a pragmatic resource to
signal  shifts in focus, contextualize
spontaneous contributions and tie incoming
comments to preceding discussion points.
Conversely, lower densities of contextualizing
occur in formal presentations, including
Conference Presentations (7.15 per 10,000
tokens) and Seminar Presentations (6.13 per

10,000 tokens). This may be because they
tend to be more formal and pre-structured.
Speakers in such settings might mainly rely
on prepared scripts or visual aids, which
would reduce the opportunity for contextual
comments. In contrast, Conference
Discussions also exhibit the lowest rate of
contextualization (3.82 per 10,000 tokens),
most likely because these relatively fast-
paced, turn-taking exchanges leave limited
space for extended contextual —meta-
comments, which may reduce the opportunity
for extended contextual explanations.

Taken as a whole, these findings
underline the role of contextualizing in
adapting to the specific characteristics and
organizational needs of each speech event. We
can argue that the management of academic
flow is supported by the strategic usage of
contextualizing, which varies across genres.
This variability emphasizes the importance of
adapting metadiscourse strategies to the
communicative  demands of  different
academic genres, making it relevant to
explore how contextualizing is linguistically
realized in real-time academic discourse. For
instance, speakers may contextualize through
declarative structures (e.g., ‘I presented it that
way here, but of course there might be
different possibilities...’(Doctoral ~defense
disc. 010)), justifications (e.g., ‘I just added it
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there after I printed the handouts...” (Lecture
disc. 050)), or metalinguistic comments (e.g.,
‘Let me explain why I structured it this
way...” (Doctoral defense disc. 020)). By
explicitly revealing the speaker's planning and
reasoning, such expressions facilitate real-
time discourse flow and support audience
orientation. They illustrate how
contextualizing  functions as both a
metadiscursive strategy and an interactional
resource in these academic events.

4.4. Announcing the Topic Across
Speech Events

Announcing the topic is a feature that is
employed to introduce or open a new topic, as
the term suggests. Speakers or writers utilize
this feature to inform listeners or readers
about the topic they will discuss, making it
easier to follow the discourse's flow. This
feature can be marked by various expressions,
as shown in the examples below, such as ‘I
want to talk about...”, ‘well I'll this is the s-
the er topic of my presentation today i’ll be
discussing...,” ‘i’m going to give you a short

lecture on..,” well erm, erm the subject I erm
choosing for my for my essay is...,” so first I
would like to say about...’

(15) I want to talk about the free trade
area of the americas negotiations and its
main challenges (Conference
Presentations 051)

(16) well ’ll this is the s- the er topic of
my presentation today i’ll be discussing
basically that’s the title of the paper that
I’ve written here (Conf. Presentations
05J)

(17) my name is >NAME S1> and i’m
going to give you a short lecture on
finnish economic and social history
(Lecture020)

(18) well erm, erm the subject | erm
choosing for my for my essay is the
human rights in Estonia (Seminar
presentations 01D)

(19) so first 1 would like to say about a
relation of political system at a whole as
a whole the political system in Zambie
(Seminar presentations 08B)

Table 7. Distribution of Announcing the Topic across speech events (raw frequency & normalized

rate per 10,000 tokens)

Doctoral Seminar Conf. Lecture Seminar Conf.
Defense Lect. : . :
. Pres. Pres. Disc. Disc. Disc.
Disc.
Raw 12 108 51 55 17 19 24
Frequency
Per 10,000
tokens 1.95 17.42 8.64 8.74 2.76 3.14 3.06

The normalized  distribution  of
announcing the topic reveals a sharp
functional  divide between  monologic
presentation genres and interactive discussion
settings. As shown in Table 7, Seminar
Presentations display the corpus-wide peak
frequency of topic announcements, reaching
17.42 instances per 10,000 tokens. This is
followed by Conference Presentations (8.74
per 10,000 tokens) and Monologic Lectures
(8.64 per 10,000 tokens). In these structured

settings, speakers tend to rely heavily on
explicit topic announcements (e.g., "Today I’d
like to focus on...", "My main focus is...") to
set the communicative agenda, signal
transitions between sub-topics or visual
slides, and provide clear macro-structural
orientation for their audience. In contrast, we
find that interactive discussion genres exhibit
substantially lower reliance on explicit topic
announcements. Normalized rates drop to
3.14 per 10,000 tokens in Seminar
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Discussions, 3.06 per 10,000 tokens in
Conference Discussions, 2.76 per 10,000
tokens in Lecture Discussions, and reach a
corpus-wide low in Doctoral Defense
Discussions (1.95 per 10,000 tokens). Since
discourse in dialogic settings could unforld
through dynamic turn-taking, open floor
management or examiner-driven questioning,
participants may rarely need to formally
announce topics. Instead, the findings show
that conversational focus shifts fluidly in
response to immediate interactive
contributions rather than pre-planned thematic
agendas.These results are consistent with
those of Kashiha (2022), which show that
announcing the topic appears in various
modes with differing usage. Kashiha (2022)
found that topic introduction was more
frequent in university lectures due to their
naturally topic-based structure, in which
lecturers commonly employed it at the
beginning of their speech to guide students. In
a similar vein, Adel (2010) discovered that,
especially in academic discourse, the frequent
announcement of the topic in lectures is an
effectivetool for maintaining audience focus
and engagement. However, as previously
mentioned, the announcing of the topic occurs
less frequently in interactive and discussion-
based events such as conferences (24 times),
seminars (19 times), lectures (17 times), and
doctoral defenses (12 times). This lower
frequency can be explained by the dynamic

and less structured nature of discussions.
Topic changes in these formats tend to occur
naturally through conversation rather than
being introduced explicitly.

4.5. Reviewing Across Speech Events

Reviewing describes a discourse
strategy that draws attention to previous
points and allows the audience to recall
information that has already been discussed.
This function enables maintaining the flow of
the discourse by reminding the listeners of
earlier discussions. This strengthens the links
between ideas, allowing the audience to
follow the logical progression of ideas as it
minimizes repetition as shown below:

(20) that | explained earlier that’s the
reason why | didn’t get back to that
(Doctoral Defense Discussions 020)
(21) as as i pointed out earlier already er
we we do not know exactly if if the
unemployment goes down (Doctoral
Defense Discussions 020)

(22) of course this has been taken as as
being proved zone we talked about that
earlier (Seminar Presentations 04E)

(23) participatory democracy where the
UNIP was ruling party as | have
mentioned before in December 90 1990
er president kaunda signed this
legislation ~ (Seminar  Presentations
011A)

Table 8. Distribution of Reviewing across speech events (raw frequency & normalized rate per

10,000 tokens)
Doctoral Seminar Conf. Lecture Seminar Conf.
Defense Lec . ) .
. Pres. Pres. Disc. Disc. Disc.
Disc.
Raw 20 25 10 27 22 10 15
Frequency
Per 10,000
tokens 3.25 4.03 1.69 4.29 3.57 1.65 1.91
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For Reviewing, as indicated earlier, the
Chi-Square test
yielded ¥*(6) = 17.05,p = .0091. When
evaluated against the Bonferroni-adjusted
threshold  (e,550.4 = -0071), no  formal
statistical ~ significance  was  reached.
Consequently, cross-genre variations in
Reviewing could be interpreted as a marginal
and exploratory trend rather than a statistical
difference. However, Table 8 with normalized
distribution shows that the highest frequency
of reviewing is found in Conference
Presentations (4.29 per 10,000 tokens),
implying that presenters refer back to earlier
points to help ELF listeners from diverse
linguacultural  backgrounds follow the
ongoing discourse. Relatively high rates of
reviewing are also observed in Seminar
Presentations (4.03 per 10,000 tokens) and
Lecture Discussions (3.57 per 10,000 tokens),
in which speakers use reviewing moves to
link presentation points together and revisit
notable concepts during interactive dialogue.
Conversely, Monologic Lectures display a
relatively low incidence of reviewing (1.69
per 10,000 tokens), suggesting that lecturers
in this corpus may prefer introducing new
subject matter over systematically reviewing
prior knowledge. These findings suggest a
pattern in which reviewing strategies appear
to be used more frequently in specific settings
to support coherence, reinforce arguments and
improve mutual understanding tailored to the
specific communicative demands of each
academic event. In keeping with Molino’s
(2018) findings, reviewing serves a valuable
discourse-structuring function in academic
speech, where personal pronouns (such as we)
frequently function as retrospective signposts
to hold audience attention. While Molino
(2018) observed frequent reviewing in EMI
lectures, the lower reliance on reviewing in
the present ELFA lecture sample highlights
potential genre  variability, potentially
indicating that conference and seminar
presentation settings may demand more
explicit  retrospective  scaffolding  than
standard monologic lectures.

4.6. Previewing Across Speech Events

Previewing draws the audience’s
attention to upcoming content. It is a way for
the speaker to indicate what the next topic of
discussion will be. This will make the speech
more structured and will be easier for the
audience to follow. To put it another way, by
clearly stating what will be discussed later,
speakers establish a sense of continuity and
coherence.  For  instance, in  (24),
‘demographic transition, which I’'ll explain
later more closely’ (Lecture 020), the speaker
tells the listeners that a detailed explanation
will be provided. This allows the listeners to
anticipate the critical points. Similarly, the
speaker reduces possible confusion by
assuring the audience that the subject will be
covered in (25) by saying, ‘I will come into
the content of that a little bit later on’ (Lecture
020A). The speaker employs previewing in
(26), ‘so they did not give up although I will
explain later in my presentation’ (Seminar
Presentations 01A), to keep the audience
interested and to ensure their focus remains
on the details that will be discussed later.
Likewise, in (27), the speaker reminds the
audience of a particular point by saying, ‘they
will have different start position for the next
er I will come back here’ (Seminar
Presentations 04E), which reinforces the
structural flow of the discussion. Last but not
least, in (28), ‘I want to say a little bit later
something about the exports and the imports
and the trade’ (Seminar Presentations 08B),
the speaker helps the audience follow the flow
of ideas by informing them of an upcoming
focus on trade-related issues. As these
examples demonstrate, by managing audience
expectations and maintaining coherence
throughout the speech, previewing contributes
to regulating the flow of discourse.

(24) demographic transition which i’ll
explain later more closely (Lecture 020)

(25) I’ll come into the content of that a
little bit later on (Lecture 020A)

(26) so they didn’t gave up although |

will explain later er in my presentation

(Seminar presentations01A)
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(27) they will have different start
position for the next er I will come back
here (Seminar presentations 04E)

(28) 1 want to say a little bit later
something about the exports and the

imports and the trade (Seminar
presentations 08B)

Table 9. Distribution of Previewing across speech events (raw frequency & normalized rate per

10,000 tokens)
Doctoral Seminar Conf. Lecture Seminar Conf.
Defense Lect. ; . X
. Pres. Pres. Disc. Disc. Disc.
Disc.
Raw 4 19 21 18 7 11 2
Frequency
Per 10,000

While previewing accounts for a
relatively small proportion of metadiscourse
overall (4.30%), inferential testing confirms
that its distribution varies significantly across
speech event types (2 (6) = 35.24, p < .001).
This statistically significant contrast implies a
sharp functional divide; that is, monologic
lectures (3.56 per 10,000) rely on forward-
looking previewing to guide student
expectations, whereas interactive discussions
(0.25 per 10,000) dispense with pre-planned
previews in favor of real-time adaptive talk.
Table 9 above illustrates how the structural
organization and communicative purpose of
different academic speech events directly
influence the reliance on previewing moves.
Monologic Lectures seem to exhibit the
highest normalized density across the corpus
(3.56 per 10,000 tokens), as university
lecturers may routinely employ forward-
looking signposts (e.g., "In a moment, we will
look at...", "I will return to this topic later...")
to guide students through upcoming lecture
content. It is obvious that noteworthy use is
also sustained across formal presentation
genres, including Seminar Presentations (3.06
per 10,000 tokens) and Conference
Presentations (2.86 per 10,000 tokens), where
presenters are expected to structure their ideas
in advance to manage the overall logical flow.
In contrast to this, previewing occurs

considerably less frequently in interactive
speech events. Normalized rates appear to
decline to 1.82 per 10,000 tokens in Seminar
Discussions and 1.14 per 10,000 tokens in
Lecture Discussions (only 7 raw occurrences)
followed by Doctoral Defense Discussions.
We argue that such low frequency of
previewing in interactive and defense contexts
in time pressure could be attributed to some
key contextual and communicative factors.
Since spontaneous discussions, defense
examinations and conference discussion
sessions are driven by real-time turn-taking,
reactive questioning and co-constructed
dialogue, speakers may well operate under
high online processing demands with little
structural necessity or opportunity to outline
upcoming discourse segments in advance.lt is
important to note that in ELF communication
or in more interactive and spontaneous
settings such as seminars or conference
discussions, speakers often employ alternative
strategies instead of directly previewing
content in a structured way. Instead of directly
stating what they will discuss (e.g., ‘I'm
going to talk about...”), speakers may employ
more flexible strategies to guide the
conversation's flow. As needed, these may
include reiterating key points, reformulating,
or framing points like ‘what I mean is...” and
‘let me clarify that point...” to introduce or
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explain ideas. These substitutes still guide the
audience through the discourse, but in a more
direct way. Thus, the findings suggest that
Previewing is not simply a low-frequency
metadiscursive resource; instead, its low-
frequency use appears to be particularly
sensitive to the structural and interactional
affordances of different academic speech
events.

Taken together with the findings for
Reviewing in 4.5 above, we suggest an
interesting asymmetry between retrospective
and prospective flow management in
academic ELF communication. Reviewing,
although more frequent overall, is relatively
dispersed across speech events. Previewing,
by contrast, is less frequent overall but shows
substantially stronger cross-event variation,
with its highest normalized rates occurring in
Lectures, Seminar  Presentations  and
Conference Presentations. We argue that such
a pattern suggests that prospective discourse
management may be particularly sensitive to
the degree of pre-structuring afforded by a
speech event; speakers in lectures and
presentations can anticipate and signal
upcoming discourse, whereas the trajectory of
interactive discussions is more contingent on
emerging turns and contributions.
Retrospective reference, by comparison, may
represent a more broadly available discourse-
management resource since academic ELF
speakers could refer back to prior discourse
regardless of whether the interaction has been
extensively pre-planned.

4.7. Concluding the Topic Across
Speech Events

The speaker employs the feature of
concluding the topic to bring a topic to a
close. Thus, its usage lets the audience know

that the main topic is changing or coming to
an end. Speakers make it clear when a section
is coming to an end to create a clear transition
to the next or last phase of the discussion. For
example, the speakers in the following
examples employ MD markers, which signify
closure or summary, to identify the end of the
topic, such as ‘I’ll end there because of the
time,” ‘okay, so here are my concluding
remarks,” ‘I want to stress this point, erm,
maybe as a conclusion to my presentation,’
‘would like to make the final statements from
the opponents’ side,” ‘yes, and erm, now the
last word, er, I would say that’ and ‘we
finished paper; we are done.’

By making it more evident to the
audience when a topic is coming to an end
and getting them ready for a change in subject
or closing remarks, these features aid in
structuring the conversation. In particular, the
use of phrases like ‘concluding remarks’ or
‘final statements’ indicates that the speaker is
coming to an end, which strengthens the
speech's organizational flow.

(29) I’ll end there because of the time.
(Conf. Presentations 05J)

(30) okay so here are my concluding
remarks erm (Conf. Presentations 06C)

(31) i want to stress this point, erm

maybe as a conclusion to my

presentation (Conf. Presentations 05J)

(32) would like to make the final

statements from the opponents’ side. er

<READING ALOUD> the dissertation
of <NAME S1> lactic acid based on hot
melt adhesive (Doctoral defense disc

010I)

(33) yes and er now the last word er i
would say that (Lecture discussions 010)

(34) we finished <NAME S4>‘s paper
we are done (Seminar discussions 04B)
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Table 10. Distribution of Concluding Topic across speech events (raw frequency & normalized rate

per 10,000 tokens)
Doctoral Seminar Conf. Lecture Seminar Conf.
Defense Lect. . . X
. Pres. Pres. Disc. Disc. Disc.
Disc.
Raw 5 26 5 16 9 6 7
Frequency
Per 10,000
tokens 0.81 419 0.85 2.54 1.46 0.99 0.89

As shown in Table 10, the use of
concluding the topic varies markedly
according to speech event type. Even if
concluding the topic is the least frequently
employed metadiscursive feature overall
across the corpus (averaging 1.66 instances
per 10,000 tokens), it reaches its highest
density in Seminar Presentations (4.19 per
10,000 tokens). A primary reason for this peak
usage could be that student presenters in
seminar settings may often need to mark
explicit boundaries and provide clear
transitions between distinct thematic sections.
Conference Presentations also frequently
employ topic closures (2.54 per 10,000
tokens), as  structured, time-restricted
presentations can require explicit topic wrap-
ups before transitioning to the next slide or
final conclusions. In interactive genres such
as Lecture Discussions and Seminar
Discussions, it often evolves organically from
one comment to another without formal, pre-
planned topic closures, reflecting the open-
ended and turn-by-turn nature of spoken
dialogue. Regarding lectures, tight time
constraints and a primary pedagogical focus
on introducing new material could often lead
lecturers to move straight into incoming
topics rather than formally closing preceding
ones. Similar to this, in doctoral defenses, the
discourse may be steered continuously by
external examiner questions and ongoing
critiques, reducing the opportunity or
necessity for candidates to deliver formal
topic-closing statements. As can be seen, one
of the least used forms is found in doctoral

defense discussions. The communicative
norms of ELF interactions may explain the
generally low frequency of explicit topic-
concluding markers across genres. In ELF
contexts, speakers often favor mutual
intelligibility and adaptability over strict
adherence to native-like discourse
conventions (Seidlhofer, 2011). Thus, rather
than employing explicit linguistic cues to
indicate the end of a topic, they may use
implicit strategies or non-verbal signals, such
as pausing, changing their body posture, or
ending the screen share. These multimodal
resources may serve as functional equivalents
to explicit metadiscourse, especially in
spontaneous or interactive settings where
flexibility and shared understanding take
priority over formality. This finding is
consistent with Cogo and Dewey's (2012)
argument that ELF communication is often
characterized by pragmatic strategies adapted
to the communicative situation rather than
predetermined linguistic forms.

5. Conclusion

This study set out to investigate how
speakers of English as a Lingua Franca
manage the flow of spoken academic
discourse across various speech events
through the use of MD features. The results,
based on a detailed analysis of 83 texts,
including monological and dialogical event
types from the ELFA corpus, support the role
of metadiscursive strategies in organizing
real-time academic communication. By
normalizing frequency counts to occurrences
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per 10,000 tokens and conducting weighted
inferential ~ Chi-Square,  the  findings
demonstrate that metadiscourse deployment
in ELF academic speech is genre-sensitive. To
this end, the findings highlight the role of MD
features, including enumeration, endophoric
marking, contextualization, topic
announcement,  review, preview, and
conclusion in managing the flow of academic
discourse. Rather than operating as uniform
discourse markers, metadiscourse features
vary  significantly according to the
interactional structure and evaluative stakes of
each speech event. Structured monologic
presentation genres, particularly Seminar
Presentations and Monologic Lectures, rely
heavily on macro-structural topic
announcements (up to 14.98 per 10,000
tokens) and forward-looking previewing (up
to 4.30 per 10,000 tokens) to establish explicit
communicative agendas for multilingual
audiences. In contrast, we show that high-
stakes evaluative settings such as Doctoral

Defense Discussions display a distinct hybrid
profile, exhibiting the corpus-wide peak rate
for Enumerating (29.75 per 10,000 tokens)
alongside substantial densities of Endophoric
Marking (20.85 per 10,000 tokens) and
Contextualizing (19.49 per 10,000 tokens).
These findings point to noticeable variations
in reflexive signposting across event types,
where structural signposting and interactive
flexibility vary Dby genre, consistent with
broader accounts of metadiscourse as
sensitive to disciplinary, rhetorical, and
communicative context (Jiang and Akbas,
2024). While this distribution could align with
the idea that speakers adapt their language to
contextual demands, it is important to
emphasize that multiple contextual factors,
including genre expectations, participant
roles, evaluative relationships, audience
composition and disciplinary conventions,
may also contribute to these observed
patterns.

Table 11. Visual Summary: Metadiscourse Functions Across ELF Speech Events

Metadiscourse

Function High Normalized Rates

Enumerating Presentations, Lectures

Endophoric

Marking Defenses, Lectures

Contextualizin . : -
9 Seminar Discussions

Previewin i
g Conference Presentations
Conference Presentations,
Reviewing Seminar Presentations, Lecture

Discussions

Seminar Presentations,

Announcing the Conference Presentations,

Topic Lectures
Concluding the Seminar Presentations,
Topic Conference Presentations

As shown in Table 11, the use of MD
varies depending on the speech event, and the
observed distributions appear to correspond to

Speech Events with Relatively
Doctoral Defenses, Seminar
Seminar Presentations, Doctoral
Doctoral Defenses, Lectures,

Lectures, Seminar Presentations,

Primary Communicative Purpose

Structuring complex information; signaling
logical sequence

Referencing visual aids or earlier content
within a discourse

Providing background; supporting reflexive
clarification

Anticipating upcoming topics, guiding the
audience's attention

Reinforcing or revisiting previously
mentioned content; supporting retrospective
discourse organization

Marking clear topic shifts; setting discourse
expectations

Signaling topic closure; organizing transitions

differences in the communicative and
interactional organization of these events.
Lectures, seminars, and conference
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presentations are examples of structured,
monologic events that show relatively high
rates of several sequencing and prospective
resources, such as enumerating, previewing,
and concluding the topic, to manage flow. It is
particularly noteworthy that Doctoral Defense
Discussions present a distinct hybrid profile
within the ELF academic speech event
continuum. Even though highly dialogic and
interactive in nature, doctoral defenses share
and, in some respects, exceed the structural
signposting typical of monologic
presentations. In interactive  events,
contextualizing appears particularly salient in
some settings, while the distribution of
reviewing is more variable across event types.
Here, we can refer to the contrast between
Previewing and Reviewing, as an example.
Although Reviewing is more frequent overall
(129 occurrences; 6.76%) than Previewing
(82 occurrences; 4.30%), Reviewing shows
comparatively weaker cross-event variation.
Previewing, by contrast, is less frequent
overall but shows a  cross-event
differentiation, ¥2(6) = 35.24, p < .001, w =
.656, with its highest normalized rates
occurring in Lectures and presentation genres.
We can argue that such a pattern suggests that
prospective discourse management may be
particularly sensitive to the degree of pre-
structuring afforded by a speech event;
speakers in lectures and presentations can
anticipate and signal upcoming discourse,
whereas the trajectory of interactive
discussions is more contingent on emerging
turns and contributions. The contrasting
distributions of previewing and
contextualizing across speech events suggest
that ELF speakers draw on different
discourse-organizing resources depending on
the structural and interactional characteristics
of the event, a pattern broadly consistent with
previous observations on reflexive discourse
organization in academic ELF communication
(Akbas and Hatipoglu, 2018; Adel, 2022;
Jiang and Akbas, 2024; Mauranen, 2007).

It is interesting to note that doctoral
defenses present a hybrid profile showing a
noteworthy distinction in how metadiscourse

is employed. Although they are interactive in
nature, they share some features with
structured events, such as frequent use of
endophoric  marking and enumeration;
however, they stand out in that they rarely
employ topic announcements or closures.
Instead, speakers frequently contextualize
their responses, a pattern that may reflect the
explanatory and evaluative demands of this
genre. The interactionally contingent nature
of doctoral-defense discourse in ELF settings
has also been demonstrated by Cift¢i and
Akbas (2021), whose analysis of ELFA
doctoral-defense discussions showed how
speakers  deploy linguistic  resources
dynamically to manage interpersonal and
face-related demands during unfolding
interaction. This genre-specific distribution
supports the view that metadiscourse use can
be sensitive to the communicative
organization of particular academic speech
events. Thus, this result supports the genre-
sensitive claims made by Bernad-Mech6 and
Fortanet-Gomez (2019), demonstrating that
certain academic occasions, such as defenses,
may  simultaneously  combine  formal,
argumentative and interactive discourse
demands. This type of hybridity can be
consistent with the view that academic speech
events may draw on overlapping discourse
configurations  rather  than  following
straightforwardly to a binary distinction
between monologic and dialogic genres.
Furthermore, the findings illustrate the
functions of MD features in managing real-
time spoken academic interaction.
Metadiscourse features, which serve the
functions of enumerating, endophoric
marking, contextualizing, and announcing the
topic, occurred more frequently in the current
data, aligning with earlier work (Adel, 2022;
Molino, 2018), which points to the
importance of these discourse organizers as
central to the management of sequentiality
and referential clarity. Among these,
enumerating, in particular, may help break
down complex content and present
information in a logical sequence of steps.
Similarly, contextualizing and announcing the
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topic can guide audience understanding by
signaling structure, intent, or transitions,
while endophoric marking connects different
parts of discourse to enhance flow. In genres
of academic  speech  where linear
argumentation and content density are valued,
these features may be especially prominent.
We argue that their role is both organizational
and potentially facilitative for audience
orientation, particularly in ELF
communication, as they provide listeners with
cues that may assist the processing of
discourse in linguistically diverse academic
contexts.

These findings also allow the
metadiscourse use in ELF academic discourse
to be considered in relation to broader
accounts of ELF communication. Previous
research has characterized ELF interaction in
terms of adaptability, mutual intelligibility as
well as accommodation (Seidlhofer, 2011),
and some of the present distributional patterns
are compatible with such an account.
However, our findings point more directly to
variation  associated with  speech-event
structure/types. In structured monologic
events, such as lectures and presentations,
sequencing and prospective functions (i.e.,
enumerating and previewing) appear to
support linear organization and audience
orientation. In contrast, more interactive
events appear to show greater reliance on
locally responsive resources such as
contextualizing, although Reviewing is more
broadly distributed and does not show robust
cross-event  differentiation  under  the
Bonferroni-adjusted criterion. Hence, our
findings suggest that the balance between
prospective and retrospective  discourse
management varies with the structural and
interactional affordances of the speech event.
Moreover, it is likely that factors such as the
speakers’ L1 background, disciplinary culture,
power dynamics (as seen in doctoral
defenses), and audience composition (e.g.,
mixed proficiency levels or diverse academic
backgrounds) further influence how MD
features are deployed. These variables offer

fruitful directions for future research to build
on the present findings.

The results of this study have significant
implications for academic communication and
teaching strategies, particularly in the context
of English for Academic Purposes (EAP)
classes. Our findings suggest that instruction
in spoken academic metadiscourse could
move beyond teaching individual markers to
raising learners’ awareness of how discourse-
management resources could vary according
to communicative settings and purposes. For
example, learners preparing for lectures or
formal presentations may benefit from
explicit attention to prospective resources
such as previewing and topic announcement,
whereas preparation for more interactive
academic events could foreground locally
responsive strategies such as contextualizing
and retrospective reference. Educators can
create role-playing exercises in EAP classes,
for example, where students act as academic
presenters or engage in discussions, focusing
on the strategic use of these MD features. We
believe that such activities could help learners
develop a repertoire of discourse-management
strategies that can be adapted to different
academic speaking contexts rather than
treating metadiscourse as a uniform set of
expressions. The study's findings are
significant not only for EAP courses but also
for  researchers attending international
conferences, conducting research, and
teaching. By becoming familiar with MD
features, they can enhance their ability to
manage discourse flow effectively.

6. Limitations and Directions for
Future Research

While this study provides new empirical
insights into reflexive metadiscourse across
spoken ELF academic speech events, several
methodological and contextual limitations
should be acknowledged. The ELFA corpus
was compiled primarily within Finnish
university settings, with Finnish L1 speakers
constituting 28.5% of the total participant
pool. While ELFA represents authentic,
highly international academic interactions,
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local institutional norms or dominant L1
transfer effects may influence spoken
metadiscourse patterns. Replicating this study
across ELF speech corpora from different
geographic regions (e.g., Asian or Southern
European higher education contexts) would
help determine the cross-cultural
generalizability of these findings. In addition,
because the ELFA corpus consists of
orthographic transcripts derived from audio
recordings, this study focused exclusively on
verbal metadiscourse features. While verbal
references to visual aids (e.g., slides,
handouts) were captured within categories
such as endophoric marking, non-verbal
visual resources (such as bodily gestures,
gaze, and slide transitions) could not be
systematically annotated. Future research
utilizing video-recorded spoken corpora could
adopt a multimodal framework to examine
how non-verbal cues co-occur with verbal
metadiscourse in spoken ELF contexts. Even
though frequency counts were normalized to a
standardized metric of occurrences per 10,000
tokens to correct for word-count variations,
the number of individual speech events varies
across genres in the ELFA corpus (ranging
from 4 doctoral defense discussions to 21
conference presentations). Future research
utilizing larger, more evenly balanced corpus
samples could further examine genre-specific
density. An additional statistical limitation
concerns data nesting, as the 1909
metadiscourse instances are clustered within
83 speech-event transcripts with unequal
distributions across genres (i.e., 4 doctoral
defenses vs. 21 conference presentations).
While token-level Chi-Square tests could
offer a standard corpus-linguistic baseline
(McEnery et al., 2006), treating individual
tokens as strictly independent observations
does not account for transcript-level
clustering. We thus suggest future studies
utilizing hierarchical linear modeling or
mixed-effects regression on larger, balanced
transcript samples would be valuable to
isolate speaker-level as well as transcript-
level variance.

Furthermore, a key methodological
limitation of observational corpus-based
frequency analysis is that variations across
speech events establish structural patterns
rather than proving underlying functional or
cognitive motivations. While we could
interpret  these variations as potential
functional responses to interactional settings,
other  contextual variables, such as
disciplinary traditions, participant power
dynamics, audience familiarity and individual
speaker  styles, may also influence
metadiscourse density/frequency. Therefore,
future research incorporating qualitative
participant interviews, retrospective recall
protocols, or multi-variate modeling would
help further untangle such contributing
factors.

Finally, a theoretical limitation concerns
the granularity of the coding unit. This study
adopted a fine-grained, micro-move unit of
analysis (annotating individual metadiscursive
expressions) rather than a broad macro-
segment approach (coding extended discourse
stretches as single moves). While micro-unit
tagging reflects the real-time, iterative nature
of spoken ELF  discourse,  where
reformulations and successive signposts are
frequent, it inherently results in higher raw
frequency counts than macro-segmentation
would yield. Because the micro-unit coding
protocol was applied consistently across all
subcorpora, cross-genre relative comparisons
remain valid. However, research comparing
micro-level expression counts against macro-
level segment boundaries could offer
additional new insights into metadiscoursal
granularity in academic speech.
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Abstract: English animal group nouns not only denote groups of animals but also reflect
different ways of construing multiple entities as a unified whole, making their role in the
conceptualization of collectivity a relevant object of cognitive-semantic research.
Although previous studies have examined collective nouns, cognitive profiling,
metaphorical extension, and evaluative meaning from different theoretical perspectives,
the interaction of these mechanisms in the use of animal group nouns remains
insufficiently explored. The present study focuses on six such lexical items — herd, pack,
flock, swarm, pride, and colony — and aims to identify the cognitive-semantic
mechanisms underlying their literal and metaphorically extended uses. The data were
retrieved from the Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA) for the period
2010 — 2019. Of the initial 2,563 contexts, 1,804 were retained after manual screening:
773 were classified as literal and 1,031 as metaphorically extended. The methodology
involved distinguishing between literal and metaphorically extended uses in accordance
with the principles of MIPVU, identifying cognitive profiling parameters, inductively
generalizing these parameters into higher-order construal types, and conducting a
contextual analysis of evaluative potential. The results show that metaphorically extended
uses project selected characteristics of animal group organization onto social,
technological, and abstract phenomena. The identified profiling parameters were grouped
into four higher-order construal types: Agentive, Passive, Dynamic, and Structural. The
analysis suggests that the evaluative tendencies associated with these types emerge
through the interaction between the profiled characteristics and the immediate discourse
context rather than constituting fixed components of lexical meaning. The study is limited
to six selected nominations and COCA data from 2010 — 2019; therefore, the proposed
typology should be regarded as an analytical generalization rather than an exhaustive
classification. The findings indicate an interrelationship between uniplexing, cognitive
profiling, metaphorical extension, and evaluative potential in the conceptualization of
collectivity.

Keywords: Animal group nouns; Conceptualization of collectivity; Lexical-semantic
field; Uniplexing; Cognitive profiling; Construal types; Metaphorical extension;
Evaluative potential
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AHHoTauusi: HomuHanum cooO1ecTB *KHUBOTHBIX HE TOJIBKO 0003HAYal0T MHOXKECTBA
KUBOTHBIX, HO M OTPAXKAIOT PA3JIMIHBIE CITOCOOBI MX OCMBICICHHUS KaK €IHHOTO IIEJI0T0,
YTO OOYCJIOBIMBAET AaKTyaJbHOCTh HW3YYEHHMs HX pOJIM B KOHLENTYaJlIU3alUuu
KOJUISKTUBHOCTH.  HecMOoTpss  Ha ~ HamuM4Me  WCCIICAOBAaHHMS  KOJUICKTHBHBIX
CYIIECTBUTENIbHBIX, KOTHUTUBHOTO MPOQUINPOBAHMS, META(POPUYECKOTO PACIIMPEHHS U
OLICHOYHOH CEMaHTHKH, B3aMMOJCHCTBAE OJTUX MEXaHW3MOB B YIOTpeOJIeHHH
CHeLHaIU3UPOBAHHBIX HOMHUHALMN COOOLIECTB >KMBOTHBIX OCTA€Tcs HEJOCTATOYHO
u3ydeHHbIM. llemp  wWccinenoBaHUS  3aKNIOYAETCS B BBISIBICHHMH  KOTHHTHBHO-
CEMAHTUYECKHX MEXAaHHU3MOB, JIEkKAllUX B OCHOBE OYKBaJbHbIX M MeTapOpHUeCKU
pacuIMpeHHbIX yroTpednennii anmmiickux HomuHanui herd, pack, flock, swarm, pride
u colony. Marepuan uccinenoBaHHsS COCTaBHIIM KOHTEKCTHI, M3BIeu€HHbIe U3 Kopmyca
COBPEMEHHOTO aMEePHKAaHCKOTO aHmHiickoro si3bika (Corpus of Contemporary American
English. COCA) 3a 2010 — 2019 rr. I3 nepBoHa4aibHO OTOOpaHHBIX 2 563 KOHTEKCTOB
nociie pydyHoil ¢unpTpanuu B UTOroBbId Kopmyc Bouum 1 804 ymorpebneHus, u3
KOTOpBIX 773 Obuln KinaccupuuMpoBaHbl Kak OykBambHble, a 1031 — kak
MeTaopryecKu pacmMpeHHble. MeToauka BKIIOYalia pasrpaHudeHue OyKBaJbHBIX H
MeTa(opUyYecKH pAaCHIMPEHHBIX YHOTpeOneHuit ¢ omopoir Ha mnpuHuunsl MIPVU,
BBISIBJICHHE TTApaMETPOB KOTHUTHBHOTO MTPOGMINPOBAHHSI, UX UHIYKTHBHOE 0000IICHIE
B TUIBl KOHCTPYUPOBAHMS M KOHTEKCTYaJbHbI aHalN3 OIIEHOYHOrO MOTEHIIHAIA.
Pesynprarel  mOKa3amu, dYro TpU  METaQOPHUECKOM PACHIMPEHHH  OT/ACIbHBIC
XapaKTepUCTUKHU TPYIIOBOM OpPraHU3alMK >KUBOTHBIX IEPEHOCSATCS Ha COLMAJIbHBIC
TEXHOJIOTHUECKHE M aOCTpakTHbIE  SBICHUS.  BBIABICHHBIE  MapaMeTph
npodmmpoBaHust ObUTH OObEAMHEHBI B YETHIPE THUIIA KOHCTPYMPOBAHUS: areHTHBHBIE,
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IIaCCUBHBIA, JMHAMUYECKUH W CTPYKTYpHBIM. Pe3ynbrarsl aHanusa IO3BOJISIFOT
IIPEANOIOKUTb, YTO CBA3AaHHBIE C HUMH OLEHOYHBIE TEHJCHLUHUU BO3HUKAIOT B
pe3yibpTrarte B3aUMOACHUCTBUSA NPOQUIMPYEMBIX XapaKTEpPUCTHK M KOHTEKCTa, a He
ABJIAIOTCS HEU3MEHHBIMU KOMIIOHEHTAaMM 3HaueHMs HomuHauui. lccienoBanue
OFPaHMYEHO IIECThbIO BbIOpaHHBIMM HOMMHamusMu U jgaHHeiMu  COCA  3a
2010 — 2019 rr; mosToMy MpENTIOKEHHYIO THUIIOJOTHIO CIEAYeT pacCMaTpUBaTh Kak
aHalUTHYecKoe o00o0O0IIeHHe, a He KaK MCYEPNbIBAIOILYI0  KJIACCU(PHUKALMIO.
[lonyyenHble naHHBIE YKa3bIBAalOT HA B3aMMOCBSA3b YHMIUIEKCHOIO KOHCTPYHPOBAHUS,
KOTHUTUBHOTO IPO(UINPOBaHUS, MeTahOpUYECKOr0 pAaCUIMPEHHsT M  OLEHOYHOIo
MIOTEHIMAJIa B KOHLIENTYAIM3aLUN KOJJICKTUBHOCTH.

KawueBbie ciaoBa: Homuuanmuu cooOmects kMBOTHbIX; KoHuenrtyanusaunus
KOJJIEKTUBHOCTH; JIEKCMKO-CEMAaHTHUYECKOE II0JI€; YHUIIIEKCHOE KOHCTPYHMPOBAHME;
Koruutunoe mnpodumupoBanue; Tumbsl  KOHCTpyupoBaHus; Mertadopuueckoe
paciupenue; OLeHOUHbIN MOTeHIHAI

Uudopmauus  aias HUTHPOBAHMSA: XKemunera M. M., Kepo Xeppuiibs 3. ©.
KOrHUTHBHO-CEMAaHTUYECKHE MEXaHU3Mbl KOHILENTYaJIN3allul KOJUIEKTUBHOCTH B
AHTJIMICKUX HOMMHALIUAX COOOLIECTB XKUBOTHBIX: KOPIYCHBIM aHanu3 // Hayuwsrii
pe3ynbTaT. Bonpockl TeOpeTHUEeCKOW M NPUKIAAHOW JMHTBUCTUKU. 2026. T. 12. Ne 3.

C. 113-144. DOI: 10.18413/2313-8912-2026-12-3-0-5

Introduction

Language serves as a primary means of
conceptualizing and categorizing experience,
a view widely shared within cognitive
linguistics (Langacker, 1987; Lakoff, 1987).
From this perspective, the study of lexical-
semantic fields (LSFs) reveals the principles
underlying the systemic organization of
linguistic knowledge. Of particular interest in
this regard are what are referred to in the
present study as animal community
nominations. For the purpose of the present
study, the expression animal community
nominations is used as a working umbrella
term for lexical units that designate animal
collectives. It is not intended to replace
established labels such as collective nouns,
animal group nouns, or terms of venery, but it
serves as a higher-order analytical designation
for the broader domain of animal-group
naming. The present article examines only a
conventional lexical subset of this domain,
namely herd, pack, flock, swarm, colony, and
pride. Accordingly, the findings are
interpreted with reference to this selected
subset rather than to the full inventory of
animal community nominations in English.
These units not only denote forms of plurality
but also represent cognitive models of group

organization that shape specific models
of interpretation. Within the framework of
cognitive linguistics, such terms function as
means of conceptualizing collectivity through
the cognitive operations of structuring
(“carving up”) and construal (Talmy, 2000). A
central mechanism in this process is
uniplexing, which enables a plurality of
individuals to be construed as a unified
Gestalt (Talmy, 2000). Consequently, the
analysis of these wunits facilitates the
identification of mechanisms underlying the
cognitive profiling of collectivity within the
investigated lexical-semantic field. This
interpretation is consistent with cognitive-
semantic approaches that regard meaning as
the result of conceptual profiling and the
selective structuring of knowledge (Boldyrev,
2014).

Drawing on prototype theory (Rosch,
1978; Lakoff, 1987; Taylor, 2003; Taylor,
2018), this lexical-semantic field exhibits a
center-periphery organization. Literal
meanings anchored in the biological domain
constitute the category’s core, whereas the
periphery comprises metaphorically extended
uses related to social, technological, and other
conceptual domains. This radial organization
reflects the gradient structure of the category
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while enabling cognitive characteristics
associated with collectivity to extend across
conceptual domains through cross-domain
conceptual mapping (Lakoff & Johnson,
2003). The historical roots of these
nominations can be traced to the tradition of
terms of venery, documented in The Book of
St. Albans (1486), which records numerous
specialized designations for groups of animals
(Lipton, 1977). Although many historical
terms have fallen out of use, several have
remained part of contemporary English and,
as Crystal (2011) observes, continue to serve
as productive resources for conceptualizing
collective entities beyond the biological
domain. Within this broader domain, the
present study focuses specifically on six
conventional lexical items — herd, pack, flock,
swarm, colony, and pride — which provide
distinct lexical means of construing animal
collectivity. Following Geeraerts’s
understanding of meaning as encyclopedic
knowledge (Geeraerts, 2009), these terms can
function as cognitive instruments for
conceptualizing both biological and social
realities.

Previous studies have provided
important insights into individual aspects of
collective conceptualization. Research on
collective nouns has explained their
grammatical and semantic properties through
mechanisms such as uniplexing and
conceptual unity (Talmy, 2000; Levin, 2001;
de Vries, 2021). Studies grounded in
Cognitive Grammar have emphasized the role
of profiling in shaping different construals of
collectivity (Langacker, 1987; Joosten et al.,
2007). Other research has examined
metaphorical extension and evaluative
meaning in discourse, demonstrating how
animal-based metaphors contribute to the
representation and evaluation of social actors
(Musolff, 2016; Hart, 2014). However, these
approaches have largely evolved
independently and therefore do not explain
how these cognitive mechanisms interact
within a unified model of collective
conceptualization. Consequently, the
relationship between uniplexing, cognitive

profiling, metaphorical extension, and
evaluative potential remains insufficiently
understood.

The present study addresses this gap by
integrating uniplexing, cognitive profiling,
metaphorical extension, and evaluative
potential within a unified cognitive-semantic
framework for the analysis of animal
community ~ nominations. Based on
contemporary evidence from the Corpus of
Contemporary American English (COCA),
the present analysis investigates how
cognitive-semantic mechanisms shape the
conceptualization of collectivity in English
animal community nominations. To this end,
the study pursues three objectives: (1) to
delineate the hierarchical organization of the
lexical-semantic field of animal community
nominations by distinguishing between the
Literal Core and the Metaphorical Periphery;
(2) to examine how uniplexing and cognitive
profiling contribute to the construal of
collective entities; and (3) to explore how
metaphorically extended uses are associated
with recurrent evaluative tendencies in
contemporary English discourse.

Accordingly, the study addresses the
following research questions:

RQ1. How are the literal and
metaphorically extended uses of the selected
animal community nominations organized
within  the proposed Literal Core —
Metaphorical Periphery model?

RQ2. How do recurrent cognitive
profiling parameters — agency, homogeneity,
synchrony, density/intensity, hierarchy, and
functional integration — generalize inductively
into higher-order construal types?

RQ3. How are the identified higher-
order construal types associated with
recurrent evaluative tendencies in
metaphorically extended uses in
contemporary English discourse?

The principal theoretical contribution of
the present study lies in the development of
an integrated cognitive-semantic framework
that explains how uniplexing, cognitive
profiling, metaphorical extension, and
evaluative  potential interact in the
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conceptualization of collective entities.
Application of the proposed framework to the
corpus resulted in the development of a four-
type analytical typology (Agentive, Passive,
Dynamic, and Structural), which captures the
dominant profiling tendencies observed
across the analyzed corpus. Rather than
constituting an exhaustive classification of
collective construals, the proposed typology
represents an analytical generalization of the
recurrent profiling patterns identified in the
present dataset.

Theoretical and
Framework

The present study builds on these
theoretical —perspectives to propose an
integrated cognitive-semantic framework for
the analysis of animal community
nominations.

Within the framework of cognitive
linguistics, animal community nominations
function as cognitive instruments that
structure the conceptualization of collectivity
and govern specific modes of semantic
construal. Consistent with the established
cognitive-semantic approaches to the lexicon
(e.g., Langacker, 1987; Evans & Green,
2006), these nominations are viewed not
merely as lexical labels but as cognitively
structured lexical units that activate organized
conceptual knowledge and support the
interpretation of collective entities. Central to
this perspective is the notion of construal,
which refers to the ability of speakers to
conceptualize the same situation in alternative
ways (Langacker, 1987; Croft and Cruse,
2004). Linguistic meaning is therefore
understood not as a direct reflection of
objective reality but as the result of selective
conceptualization and cognitive organization.
This interpretation is consistent with
cognitive-semantic approaches that view
meaning construction as a process of
conceptualization rather than the retrieval of
fixed lexical content (Evans & Green, 2006).
From this perspective, these animal units
constitute a lexical-semantic field (LSF)
organized around a  center-periphery
architecture, consistent with prototype theory

Methodological

(Rosch, 1978; Lakoff, 1987; Taylor, 2003;
Taylor, 2018) and with psycholinguistic
research suggesting that lexical-semantic
fields are cognitively organized around core
and peripheral structures (Sibul, 2017). The
field is modeled as a schematic network in
which meaning emerges through
configurations of domain linkages, and the
position of each unit is determined by its
degree of prototypicality and cognitive
salience (Langacker, 1987; Taylor, 2003). The
core of the category comprises terms
anchored in the biological domain, such as
herd, pack, flock, swarm, colony, and pride. In
contrast, the periphery comprises
metaphorically extended uses referring to
social, technological, and other conceptual
domains. At the superordinate level of
categorization, the  hyperonym  group
functions as a highly schematic unit that does
not profile specific behavioral or structural
parameters of collectivity. Collective nouns
have been described as a distinctive category
that combines conceptual unity with plurality,
simultaneously encoding a collection of
entities and its interpretation as a single
conceptual whole (Tran & Bui, 2021). The
primary cognitive mechanism facilitating
collective nomination is the operation of
uniplexing (Talmy, 2000), which enables a
multiplex set of individuals to be construed as
a unified Gestalt structure. The group is
therefore construed as a coherent cognitive
whole rather than as a simple aggregation of
individual entities. Collective nouns combine
grammatical  singularity with  semantic
plurality, referring to multiple entities while
construing them as a unified conceptual
whole (Corbett, 2000; Levin, 2001). This dual
structure underlies the operation of uniplexing
by allowing multiple entities to be construed
as a single Gestalt without -eliminating
awareness of their internal multiplicity.
According to de Vries (2021), collective
nouns constitute a hybrid category that
combines properties of one-ness and many-
ness across different levels of linguistic
representation. Collective nouns also exhibit a
degree of non-additivity, whereby the
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collective is interpreted as more than the sum
of its individual members and acquires
organizational properties of its own. This
observation is closely linked to the notion of
individuation, since collective nouns differ in
the extent to which individual members
remain conceptually accessible within the
collective whole. In a related account, Joosten
et al. (2007) argue that collective nouns vary
in the degree to which individual members
remain accessible. Attention may therefore
shift between the collective as a whole and its
constituent members depending on the
dimensions of collective organization being
profiled.

The selection of a particular collective
term gives rise to a specific mode of semantic
construal. Within the framework of Cognitive
Grammar, this process involves the profiling
of certain conceptual parameters against the
backgrounding of others (Langacker, 1987).
In this respect, the analyzed animal
community nominations may be viewed as
providing a skeletal structure that organizes
conceptual content and foregrounds salient
aspects of group organization, including
hierarchy, integration, agency, and
dynamicity. This interpretation is compatible
with studies suggesting that collective nouns
occupy a prominent position within the
animacy hierarchy because they are
associated with cognitively salient features
such as agency, social organization, and
coordinated activity (Jie & Liang, 2018).
Consequently, animal community
nominations do not merely denote plurality
but also influence the way collective entities
are conceptually interpreted. From this
perspective, construal types may be regarded
as abstract parameters of cognitive profiling
realized through distinct nomination models.
Cognitive distinctions in the interpretation of
collectivity become particularly evident when
the selected animal community nominations
are compared with neutral designations of
plurality. ~ While  specialized models
foreground specific structural and behavioral
parameters, neutral forms perform a
schematic function by designating plurality

without specifying their internal organization
(Taylor, 2003; Talmy, 2000). The choice of a
nominative model affects the degree of
conceptual integration among elements,
shifting the interpretation of collectivity from
discrete individuals toward a unified Gestalt
structure.

The metaphorical extension of animal
community nominations is interpreted within
the framework of conceptual metaphor theory
as a process of mapping in which the structure
of the source domain  ANIMAL
COMMUNITY is projected onto social
phenomena, enabling the conceptualization of
one domain of experience through another
(Lakoff and Johnson, 2003). Animal
community nominations therefore function as
cognitive models through which
characteristics associated with the biological
domain serve as the Dbasis for the
interpretation of social reality. Beyond cross-
domain mapping, metaphorical extension also
involves the activation of culturally shared
scenarios that structure interpretation and
evaluation (Musolff, 2016).

Within the Metaphorical Periphery, this
process relies on the interaction of two central
cognitive mechanisms: uniplexing (Talmy,
2000), which enables the conceptualization of
multiplicity as a unified entity, and construal
(Langacker, 1987), which guides the
interpretation of social reality through the
activation of specific cognitive domains.
Within the proposed framework,
metaphorically extended uses may give rise to
recurrent evaluative meanings through the
cognitive profiling of transferred conceptual
features. This interpretation is consistent with
discourse-oriented approaches to metaphor,
which emphasize that metaphorical choices
contribute to the construction of particular
evaluations and representations of social
reality in authentic discourse contexts
(Semino, 2008). Following the approach
proposed by Zaynuldinov and Quero Gervilla
(2025), the evaluative component emerges
through the interaction of rational evaluation,
expressiveness, and emotionality within
culturally conditioned models of perception.
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These models include evaluative stereotypes
within the framework of frame semantics
(Fillmore, 1982; Fillmore & Atkins, 1992) as
well as culturally embedded quasi-stereotypes
(Teliya, 1996). Given the cultural variability
of metaphor (Kdvecses, 2005), the evaluative
potential of animal community nominations is
shaped by the conceptual model activated in
discourse. As a result, these nominations
function not only as a means of designation
but also as an instrument for interpretation
and evaluation.

Building on the theoretical perspectives
discussed above, the present study proposes
an integrated cognitive-semantic framework
in which animal community nominations are
analyzed through the interaction of
uniplexing, cognitive profiling, metaphorical
extension, and evaluative potential. Within
this  framework, animal community
nominations are understood as conceptual
tools that structure the conceptualization of
animal collectives through the interaction of
these cognitive mechanisms. The lexical-
semantic field of animal community
nominations is organized as a hierarchical
system comprising a superordinate category
centered on the lexeme group, the selected
lexical subset (herd, pack, flock, swarm,
pride, and colony), and a prototypically
structured continuum extending from a Literal
Core to a Metaphorical Periphery. This
framework explains differences among the
analyzed nominations through the cognitive
profiling of distinct dimensions of collective
organization, including hierarchy, coordinated
movement, social structure, and collective
agency. It also provides the theoretical
foundation for the subsequent corpus analysis
by guiding the identification of profiling
parameters, the derivation of higher-order
construal types, and the interpretation of
evaluative potential.

Materials and Methods

The empirical analysis was guided by
the integrated cognitive-semantic framework
proposed in the present study. The framework
combines uniplexing, cognitive profiling,
metaphorical extension, and evaluative

potential within a unified analytical procedure
and serves as the principal interpretive model
throughout the analysis. Corpus methods were
employed to operationalize the proposed
framework through the systematic
identification and interpretation of recurrent
construal patterns across the analyzed
nominations.

The empirical data for the present study
were retrieved from the Corpus of
Contemporary American English (COCA)
(Davies, 2008 — present), a large balanced
corpus of contemporary American English
comprising naturally occurring texts from
multiple discourse registers. The analysis was
restricted to corpus texts published between
2010 and 2019 in order to ensure a stable and
reproducible dataset while focusing on
contemporary language use. All discourse
registers available in COCA were included to
capture the full range of usage of the analyzed
nominations across contemporary American
English. Corpus retrieval was based on the
syntactic pattern a X of Y and focused on six
animal community nominations: herd, pack,
flock, swarm, colony, and pride. These
nominations were selected because they
constitute  well-established lexical items
denoting animal  communities  while
systematically differing in the dimensions of
collective organization they profile, including
agency, homogeneity, synchrony, hierarchy,
intensity, and functional integration. Their
semantic diversity provided an appropriate
basis for comparative cognitive-semantic
analysis within the proposed analytical
framework. Restricting the analysis to these
six nominations ensured a systematic
comparison of recurrent construal patterns
within a coherent lexical-semantic field.

The study was deliberately restricted to
conventional lexical nouns denoting animal
collectives and providing sufficient semantic
comparability for systematic cognitive-
semantic analysis. Historically specialized
terms of venery, such as murder of crows and
parliament of owls, belong to a distinct
historical naming tradition documented in
medieval hunting terminology and later
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compilations (Lipton, 1977). Their
contemporary lexical status, degree of
constructional dependence, and level of
conventionalization require a different set of
diagnostic criteria and therefore constitute a
separate analytical problem. Including such
expressions in the present dataset would
extend the study from cognitive-semantic
profiling to questions of lexical autonomy and
categorial status that fall beyond the scope of
the present study. The six selected
nominations thus constitute a semantically
diverse but methodologically coherent subset
for examining recurrent dimensions of
collective construal.

The initial corpus retrieval yielded
2,563 contexts across the six target
nominations. All retrieved contexts were
subsequently subjected to manual screening.
Contexts were excluded if they contained
homonymous non-target uses, fixed idiomatic
or phraseological expressions, duplicated
concordance lines, metalinguistic discussion,
or other occurrences unrelated to the
conceptualization of animal communities. The
construction a school of was excluded from
the outset because of its high degree of
semantic homonymy and the predominance of
non-target expressions (e.g., school of
thought, school of philosophy), which would
have reduced the semantic consistency of the
dataset.

Following manual screening, 759
contexts were excluded, resulting in a final
manually annotated corpus of 1,804 contexts.
Each retained context was then classified into
one of two analytical categories. Literal Core
comprised 773 contexts referring to actual
animal communities, whereas Metaphorically
Extended Uses comprised 1,031 contexts in
which animal community nominations were
applied to human, technological, and abstract
referents. The resulting annotated corpus
served as the empirical basis for identifying
profiling parameters, deriving higher-order
construal types, and interpreting the
evaluative  potential of the analyzed
nominations.

The distinction between literal and non-
literal uses was informed by the principles of
the Metaphor Identification Procedure Vrije
Universiteit Amsterdam (MIPVU) developed
by Steen et al. (2010). In accordance with the
principles of MIPVU, contexts were classified
as non-literal when the contextual meaning of
the target nomination contrasted with its basic
biological meaning  while  remaining
interpretable through comparison with that
basic meaning. In the present study, MIPVU
was employed solely as an operational
procedure for distinguishing literal from non-
literal uses and was not intended to
differentiate novel metaphors from fully
lexicalized figurative meanings. Accordingly,
all non-literal corpus instances involving
cross-domain comparison with the biological
source domain were treated as metaphorically
extended uses for the purposes of the present
analysis. This operational procedure provided
a systematic and transparent basis for
annotating corpus instances as either Literal
Core or Metaphorically Extended Uses.

The analytical procedure consisted of
seven consecutive stages. First, corpus
contexts were retrieved from COCA using the
syntactic pattern a X of Y for the six selected
animal community nominations. Second, all
retrieved corpus contexts were manually
screened to exclude homonymous non-target
uses, fixed idiomatic expressions, duplicated
concordance lines, metalinguistic discussion,
and other irrelevant occurrences. Third, the
retained corpus instances were manually
annotated according to the classification
procedure described above. Fourth, each
annotated context was examined to identify
the dominant profiling parameter or
parameters foregrounded by the nomination
within its immediate discourse context. The
principal profiling parameters included
agency, homogeneity, synchrony,
density/intensity, hierarchy, and functional
integration. In reporting representative corpus
examples, more  specific  contextual
descriptors, such as reduced individuation,
coordinated movement, multiplicity, spatial
clustering, territoriality, and collective

HAYYHBIW PE3Y/ILTAT. BOITPOCHI TEOPETUYECKOH Y MTPUK/JIAZJHOW JIMHTBUCTUKH
RESEARCH RESULT. THEORETICAL AND APPLIED LINGUISTICS



f;ﬁ\\ HAY HayuHvlii pe3yibmam. Bonpocbl meopemuyeckot u npukaadHot aunesucmuku. T. 12, Ne3 2026 121
_,Eenry Research result. Theoretical and Applied Linguistics, 12 (3). 2026

identity, were used as interpretive glosses
indicating how these Dbroader profiling
parameters were realized in particular
contexts; these descriptors were not treated as
independent  coding  categories.  Fifth,
recurring profiling parameters were compared
across the annotated corpus and grouped
inductively into four higher-order construal
types: Agentive, Passive, Dynamic, and
Structural. These higher-order categories were
derived from recurrent similarities observed
in the profiling parameters rather than
established a priori. Sixth, all annotated
corpus instances were manually coded for
evaluative potential. Finally, the resulting
construal types and evaluative tendencies
were interpreted within the proposed
integrated  cognitive-semantic  framework
through the interaction of uniplexing,
cognitive profiling, metaphorical extension,
and evaluative potential.

The six profiling parameters were
operationalized as recurrent dimensions of
collective organization: agency as coordinated
goal-directed  action;  homogeneity  as
collective uniformity and reduced
individuation; synchrony as coordinated
movement  or  behavioral  alignment;
density/intensity as spatial concentration,
multiplicity, and interactional intensity;
hierarchy as internal status differentiation;
and functional integration as systemic
interdependence  and  stable internal
organization. These parameters were grouped
inductively according to broader dimensions
of collective organization: agency was
associated with the Agentive construal,
homogeneity with the Passive construal,
synchrony and density/intensity with the
Dynamic construal, and hierarchy and
functional integration with the Structural
construal. The labels Agentive, Passive,
Dynamic, and Structural are used as analytical
designations  for  recurrent  higher-order
profiling patterns rather than as categories
adopted from an existing grammatical
typology or as rigid lexical classes.

The corpus annotation was conducted
by the first author. Since the dataset was not

independently double-coded, formal inter-
annotator agreement statistics could not be
calculated. To reduce interpretive subjectivity,
the annotation procedure relied on explicit
operational criteria. The distinction between
literal and metaphorically extended uses was
guided by MIPVU principles; cognitive
profiling was based on the explicitly defined
analytical parameters of agency, homogeneity,
synchrony, density/intensity, hierarchy, and
functional  integration; and evaluative
tendencies were identified on the basis of
contextual lexical markers in the immediate
co-text. Ambiguous cases were repeatedly re-
examined against the same analytical criteria
to maintain internal consistency. The absence
of independent inter-annotator validation is
acknowledged as a methodological limitation
of the present study.

To examine the evaluative potential of
the analyzed nominations, all annotated
corpus instances were manually coded using
contextual evaluative markers occurring in the
immediate co-text. The coding procedure
considered adjectival descriptions, verbal
predicates, and other lexical indicators
associated  with  recurrent  evaluative
meanings, including threat, aggression,
dependency, prestige, conformity, and
depersonalization. When multiple evaluative
interpretations were possible, coding was
based on the dominant evaluative orientation
supported by the immediate discourse
context. The identified evaluative markers
were subsequently grouped into broader
evaluative dimensions through qualitative
analysis of recurrent contextual patterns.
Particular attention was paid to recurring
semantic configurations such as coordinated
aggression, intensity, chaotic behavior, social
hierarchy, and reduced individuality.

The interpretation of evaluative
meanings was informed by the emotional-
evaluative semantic framework proposed by
Zaynuldinov and Quero Gervilla (2025),
which conceptualizes evaluation as the
interaction of rational assessment,
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emotionality, and expressiveness. Particular
attention was also paid to verbal predicates, as
verb selection has been shown to provide
linguistic evidence for cognitively salient
conceptual properties associated with nominal
categories (Ji & Liang, 2018). From a
prototype-theoretical ~ perspective,  verbal
predicates may be regarded as linguistic
manifestations of  conceptual features
attributed to a referent, thereby providing
additional evidence for the cognitive construal
of collective entities.

For comparative purposes, the lexeme
group was treated as a neutral schematic
superordinate category within the lexical-
semantic field of animal community
nominations. Unlike the analyzed
nominations (herd, pack, flock, swarm,
colony, and pride), group does not itself
profile particular dimensions of collective
organization such as hierarchy, synchrony,
agency, or functional integration. Instead, it
serves as a schematic representation of
collectivity against which the profiling
properties of the analyzed nominations can be
systematically compared. Owing to its
schematic and non-specialized character, it
was not included in the quantitative analysis.
Comparison between the  analyzed
nominations and this neutral marker of
plurality made it possible to identify
mechanisms of construal, including cognitive
profiling, as well as to examine the role of
uniplexing, whereby a set of discrete
individuals is conceptualized as a unified
Gestalt structure (see Table 1).

Overall, the proposed framework
applied corpus-based evidence through a
sequence of analytical procedures linking
uniplexing, cognitive profiling, metaphorical
extension, and evaluative interpretation. This
integration provides a systematic basis for
identifying recurrent construal patterns across
Literal and Metaphorically extended uses of
animal community nominations.

Results

A typology of Cognitive Construals in
Animal Community Nominations

Application of the proposed analytical
framework to the annotated corpus revealed a
systematic cognitive-semantic organization of
the lexical-semantic field of animal
community nominations. Corpus instances
were annotated as either Literal Core or
Metaphorically Extended Uses, reflecting the
broader theoretical distinction between the
Literal Core and the Metaphorical Periphery
proposed in the present framework. The latter
encompasses uses in  which  animal
community nominations extend to human,
technological, and abstract domains. Across
both analytical categories, collective entities
are consistently construed as coherent
cognitive wholes rather than as simple
aggregations of individuals. This recurring
pattern reflects Talmy’s (2000) notion of
uniplexing, whereby multiple entities are
conceptualized as a single Gestalt.
Furthermore, the analysis indicates that
metaphorically extended uses preserve
selected characteristics associated with the
biological ~ source  domain, allowing
dimensions of collective organization to
remain salient across different domains of
use.

Comparative cognitive-semantic
analysis of the annotated corpus identified
recurrent profiling parameters, including
agency, homogeneity, synchrony, density,
hierarchy, and functional integration. Rather
than constituting isolated semantic features,
these parameters consistently converged on
broader dimensions of collective organization
across the corpus. This analytical
generalization formed the basis for the
inductive derivation of four higher-order
construal types (Agentive, Passive, Dynamic,
and Structural) which represent recurrent
cognitive patterns of collectivity construal
rather than fixed lexical or semantic
categories.
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Table 1. Inductive Derivation of Higher-Order Construal Types from Recurrent Profiling

Parameters
Foregrounded Profiling Analytical Higher-Order
Lexeme o
Parameter(s) Generalization Construal

pack agency collective action Agentive
herd homogeneity collective composition Passive

flock synchrony collective dynamics Dynamic
swarm density, intensity collective dynamics Dynamic
pride hierarchy internal organization Structural
colony functional integration internal organization Structural

Table 1  summarizes inductive conformity, depersonalization, or reduced

derivation of higher-order construal types
from recurrent profiling parameters identified
in the annotated corpus. Although each
nomination foregrounds a distinct profiling
parameter, several converge on broader
dimensions of collective organization. These
recurring patterns provide the basis for the
four-type typology presented in Table 2.
Selected corpus examples illustrating the
analytical categories and recurrent profiling
patterns  underlying these  higher-order
construal types are provided in the Appendix.

The first macro-category comprises
Agentive and Passive construals, represented
by pack and herd respectively. Although both
nominations conceptualize a plurality as a
unified Gestalt through uniplexing, they differ
substantially in the dimensions of collective
organization they emphasize. Pack is
prototypically associated with social predator
groups acting as coordinated units and
therefore  highlights  collective  agency,
coordination, and goal-directed action. These
characteristics remain salient in
metaphorically extended uses, where groups
of people are frequently construed as unified
social actors capable of collective action,
often in ways perceived as threatening or
antagonistic. Herd, by contrast, directs
attention away from coordinated action and
toward homogeneity, spatial cohesion, and
reduced individuation. In metaphorically
extended contexts, the nomination tends to
background individual differences and
highlight  collective  uniformity, thereby
motivating interpretations associated with

autonomy. Together, pack and herd represent
two contrasting construals of collectivity: one
centered on agency and coordinated action,
the other on homogeneity and diminished
individuality.

The second  macro-category is
represented by  Dynamic  construals,
exemplified by flock and swarm. Unlike
Agentive and Passive construals, these
nominations conceptualize collectivity
primarily through patterns of movement and
interaction. Flock foregrounds synchrony and
coordinated movement, whereas swarm
emphasizes density/intensity, and potential
uncontrollability of collective behavior. The
distinction becomes particularly evident in
metaphorically extended contexts.
Expressions such as flock of followers
highlight  behavioral alignment  and
dependence, while swarm of drones and
swarm of trolls foreground overwhelming
multiplicity, dynamic expansion, and reduced
controllability. Despite these differences, both
nominations profile collective dynamics
through patterns of movement and interaction.
The comparative analysis of the annotated

corpus indicates that synchrony and
density/intensity  function as lower-level
profiling parameters within a broader

Dynamic construal type.

The third macro-category comprises
Structural construals, instantiated by pride
and colony. In contrast to the preceding types,
these nominations conceptualize collectivity
primarily through internal organization and
relatively stable relationships among group
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members. Pride emphasizes hierarchy, status,
and Kkinship relations, characteristics that
frequently remain salient in metaphorically
extended uses, where the nomination is
associated with prestige, exclusivity, and
elevated social standing. Colony, by contrast,
profiles functional integration, territorial
embeddedness, and systemic interdependence.
In both literal and metaphorically extended
contexts, it tends to construe the collective as
a highly integrated system whose members
are connected through stable functional
relations. Although pride and colony differ in
their dominant profiling parameters, both
instantiate Structural construals because they
conceptualize collectivity through patterns of
internal organization rather than through
movement or agency.

The corpus analysis suggests that
evaluative potential is not an inherent
property of the analyzed lexical items but
rather an emergent consequence of cognitive

construal. Evaluative meanings become
particularly salient in metaphorically extended
uses, where characteristics associated with
animal communities are projected onto social
or technological entities. In such contexts, the
foregrounding of particular dimensions of
collective  organization  contributes  to
recurring evaluative tendencies. Agentive
construals are frequently associated with
aggression and hostility, Passive construals
with  conformity and depersonalization,
Dynamic construals with dependence, threat,
or chaos, and Structural construals with
prestige, stability, or systemic cohesion. The
findings suggest that animal community
nominations function as mechanisms of
cognitive and evaluative profiling, rather than
as lexical items with inherently fixed
evaluative meanings, thereby shaping the
interpretation of collective entities across both
literal and metaphorically extended uses.

Table 2. Cognitive Construal Types, Profiling Parameters, and Evaluative Potential

Model group Lexeme Construal Key Profiling Evaluat_ive
Type Parameters Potential
Agentive / Passive | Pack Agentive agency, aggression,
coordination hostility
Agentive / Passive | Herd Passive homogeneity, conformity,
depersonalization | depersonalization
Dynamic Flock Dynamic synchrony dependence,
reduced
autonomy
Dynamic Swarm Dynamic density/intensity | threat, chaos
Structural Pride Structural hierarchy, status | prestige,
exclusivity
Structural Colony Structural integration, stability,
territoriality cohesion

Table 2 summarizes how the four
higher-order construal types identified in the
annotated corpus are instantiated by the
analyzed nominations and associated with
recurrent profiling parameters and evaluative
tendencies. The differences among these
nominations reflect both their lexical
meanings and the recurrent profiling patterns
identified in the annotated corpus. Although

all six nominations are grounded in the
cognitive operation of uniplexing, which
enables multiple entities to be conceptualized
as a single Gestalt, the nature of this Gestalt
varies according to the parameters that are
foregrounded, including agency, synchrony,
density, and social hierarchy:.

Each nomination reflects a particular
construal of collective entities derived from
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the recurrent profiling parameters identified
during the comparative analysis of the
annotated corpus. At a higher level of
abstraction, these profiling parameters were
grouped inductively into four higher-order
construal types: Agentive, Passive, Dynamic,
and Structural. The Dynamic construal type
encompasses both flock and swarm because
both nominations share a common focus on
collective dynamics and patterns of
movement and interaction. This higher-order
grouping emerged inductively from the
recurrent profiling parameters identified in the
annotated  corpus. Although the two
nominations differ in the dominant profiling
parameters they foreground, flock primarily
profiles  synchrony  whereas  swarm
emphasizes density/intensity. Nevertheless,
both construe collectivity through patterns of

movement and interaction. Accordingly,
synchrony, density/intensity are interpreted as
lower-level profiling parameters subsumed
within the broader Dynamic construal type
rather than as independent higher-order
construal types.

Within the proposed framework, the six
analyzed nominations instantiate the four
higher-order construal types derived from
recurrent profiling parameters identified in the
annotated  corpus.  Specifically,  pack
represents the Agentive construal, herd the
Passive construal, flock and swarm the
Dynamic construal, and pride together with
colony the Structural construal. Figure 1
summarizes the relationships between the
higher-order construal types and their
dominant profiling parameters.

Figure 1. Relationship between Profiling Parameters and Higher-Order Construal Types
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Note. The figure summarizes the
dominant profiling parameters associated with
each higher-order construal type derived from
the annotated corpus: collective action
(Agentive), reduced individuation (Passive),
synchrony and density/intensity (Dynamic),

PASSIVE
reduced individuation

3

STRUCTURAL
hierarchy/status functional
infegration

functional

and hierarchy/status and
integration (Structural).
These distinctions among the four

higher-order  construal  types  become
particularly  evident in  metaphorically
extended uses, where cognitive characteristics
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associated with the biological source domain
motivate evaluative interpretations in human,
technological, and abstract target domains.
Through these profiling operations, animal
community nominations contribute to the
conceptualization and categorization of
collective entities across both Literal Core
and Metaphorically Extended Uses by
foregrounding  different  dimensions  of
collective organization. The proposed higher-
order construal types therefore demonstrate
that these  nominations  function as
mechanisms of cognitive profiling that shape
both the conceptualization of collective
entities and their evaluative interpretation in
discourse.

The differences summarized in Figure 1
become particularly apparent when the
analyzed nominations are compared with
neutral expressions of plurality. A comparison
between the analyzed animal community
nominations and neutral expressions of
plurality further highlights differences in the
construal of collectivity. For instance, the
expression a pride of lions profiles social
hierarchy and kinship relations, whereas the
expression a group of lions provides a
comparatively neutral representation of
collective membership. Similarly, a herd of
cattle evokes a high degree of conceptual
integration and reduced individuation, while
the plural noun cows preserves the perception
of separate individual entities. The analyzed
nominations therefore shift attention from
individual members to the collective as a
unified conceptual entity while
simultaneously emphasizing specific
properties of collective organization. These
evaluative interpretations emerge from
encyclopedic knowledge associated with the
biological source domain and become
particularly salient in metaphorically extended
uses, where this knowledge contributes to the
interpretation of human, technological, and
abstract collectives.

Taken together, the findings indicate
that animal community nominations function
not simply as linguistic markers of plurality
but as cognitive mechanisms for construing

and profiling collective entities. The identified
construal types differ in the dimensions of
collective organization they profile, including
agency, homogeneity, collective dynamics,
and structural organization. Through these
profiling operations, collective nominations
contribute to  both  the  conceptual
representation and the evaluative
interpretation of groups across literal and
metaphorical contexts. The proposed typology
further suggests that recurring evaluative
meanings are systematically associated with
specific construal types, providing a
systematic connection between cognitive
profiling and evaluative potential.

The Superordinate Expression a
group of

For comparative purposes, group served
as a neutral schematic reference category
against which the six analyzed animal
community nominations were compared.
Unlike herd, pack, flock, swarm, pride, and
colony, it does not itself profile particular
dimensions of collective organization, such as
agency, hierarchy, functional integration, or
intensity. Instead, it provides a semantically
underspecified conceptualization of plurality
that enables the profiling properties of the
analyzed nominations to become more
apparent. Owing to its extreme frequency and
semantic generality, this expression was not
included in the quantitative corpus analysis,
because its extreme frequency and semantic
generality make it unsuitable for direct
comparison with the six target nominations.
Instead, it is treated as a reference category
for cognitive-semantic comparison.

Comparison with the annotated corpus
demonstrates that lexical choice itself
functions as a mechanism of cognitive
profiling. Whereas group evokes a general
notion of collectivity without specifying its
internal organization, the  analyzed
nominations  systematically  foreground
distinct dimensions of collective organization.
Thus, a herd of animals profiles homogeneity
and reduced individuation, a pack of animals
emphasizes coordinated agency, a flock of
followers highlights behavioral alignment and
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dependence, a swarm of drones foregrounds
intensity and dynamicity, a pride of lions
profiles social hierarchy, and a colony of ants
emphasizes functional integration. These
semantic differences are grounded not only in
lexical meaning but also in the encyclopedic
knowledge associated with different models
of collective organization.

The identified profiling patterns remain
available in metaphorically extended uses,
where characteristics associated with animal

communities contribute to the
conceptualization and interpretation  of
human, technological, and abstract

collectives. Consequently, group represents
collectivity at a maximally schematic level,
whereas the analyzed nominations evoke
increasingly specific construals of collective
organization  through distinct  profiling

patterns. These contrasts demonstrate that
collective nominations differ not only in their
referential scope but also in the cognitive
construals they evoke.

To illustrate these differences in the
construal of collectivity, Table 3 compares
selected animal community nominations with
the neutral schematic category group.

The neutral expressions in the Table 3
were selected according to the specific
cognitive contrast being illustrated. While
group serves as a neutral superordinate
category, plural noun phrases and neutral
quantificational expressions are used where
necessary to demonstrate the cognitive
operation of uniplexing and the additional
profiling contributed by the selected
nominations.

Table 3. Comparative Cognitive Construal of Collective Nominations

Linguistic Neutral Cognitive Interpretive Effect

Ne Reference .

Model . Mechanism (Construal)
EXxpression

1 A pride of lions | A group of lions | Uniplexing; Pride motivates the
profiling of social | interpretation of a socially
parameters organized community

characterized by hierarchy and
internal social structure,
whereas group provides a
neutral representation  of
collective membership.

2 A herd of cattle | Those cows Uniplexing; A herd of cattle demonstrates a
reduced high degree of conceptual
individuation integration, construing

individual animals as a unified
whole, whereas cows preserves
the perception of discrete
individual entities.

3 A flock of Those followers | Synchrony The collective is construed as

followers profiling characterized by dependence,
coordinated  behavior, and
reduced individual autonomy.

4 A swarm of Many drones Intensity and | The nomination evokes the

drones density profiling image of a dense, dynamic, and
potentially threatening mass.
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The examples presented in Table 3
demonstrate how the selected animal
community nominations shape the cognitive
profiling of collectivity in ways that differ
from neutral expressions of plurality. Unlike
neutral collective expressions such as group,
many, or lexical items denoting individual
entities, the analyzed nominations activate
additional dimensions of construal beyond
those encoded by neutral expressions of
plurality, including  social hierarchy,
behavioral synchrony, interactional intensity,
and reduced individuation. The choice of a
collective nomination therefore influences not
only how a plurality is represented
linguistically but also how it is cognitively
construed, giving rise to distinct models of
collective organization in discourse. The
observed interpretive  differences are
grounded not only in lexical meaning but also
in encyclopedic knowledge linked to different
models of collective organization. These
contrasts further demonstrate that collective
nominations function as mechanisms of
cognitive profiling within the lexical-semantic
field of animal community nominations,
directing attention to particular dimensions of
collective organization and motivating distinct
interpretations of collective entities across
both Literal Core and Metaphorically
Extended Uses.

The comparative analysis further
demonstrates that analyzed nominations differ
systematically in the dimensions of collective
organization  they  foreground.  These
differences are reflected not only in their
construal patterns but also in their evaluative
potential. The corpus data indicate recurrent
associations between particular construal
types and evaluative tendencies, suggesting
that the analyzed nominations function as
mechanisms of both cognitive and evaluative
profiling. Rather than constituting isolated

observations, these findings form an
integrated  explanatory  framework  of
collective conceptualization. The proposed
cognitive-semantic model synthesizes the
relationships identified in the annotated
corpus by integrating uniplexing, cognitive
profiling, higher-order construal types,
metaphorically extended uses, and evaluative
potential into a unified explanatory model, as
illustrated in Figure 2.

Figure 2 presents the integrated
cognitive-semantic model proposed in the
present study. Unlike tables 1 and 2, which
summarize the empirical findings of the
corpus analysis, the figure integrates these
findings into a unified explanatory model
linking uniplexing, cognitive  profiling,
higher-order construal types, metaphorically
extended uses, and evaluative potential. The
hierarchical structure reflects the transition
from the superordinate level of categorization,
represented by the neutral schematic category
group, to the analyzed nominations. Within
the framework of Cognitive Grammar, group
functions as a maximally schematic reference
point that neither imposes a particular
construal nor foregrounds specific dimensions
of collective organization.

The transition from neutral reference to
evaluative interpretation is mediated by a
sequence of cognitive operations. The first
stage involves uniplexing, through which a
plurality of entities is construed as a unified
Gestalt. Once collectivity has been
conceptualized as a single cognitive entity,
cognitive profiling foregrounds particular
dimensions of collective organization. Based
on the recurrent profiling parameters
identified in the annotated corpus, four
higher-order construal types were derived
inductively: Agentive, Passive, Dynamic, and
Structural.
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Figure 2. Integrated Cognitive-Semantic Model of Collective Construal in Animal Community
Nominations

Animal Community Nominations
(objects of analysis)

Literal Core
Metaphorical Periphery
(contextual domains)

Uniplexing (Talmy)
(collectivity construed as a
single Gestalt)

Cognitive Profiling
(Langacker)
(foregrounding of collective
properties)

Analytical Generalization

Higher-order Construal Types
(Agentive * Passive * Dynamic *
Structural)

Evaluative Potential
(recurrent evaluative tendencies)

HAYYHBIW PE3Y/ILTAT. BOITPOCHI TEOPETUYECKOH Y MTPUK/JIAZJHOW JIMHTBUCTUKH
RESEARCH RESULT. THEORETICAL AND APPLIED LINGUISTICS



/I\ iy Zhemileva M. M., Quero Gervilla E. F. Cognitive-semantic mechanisms of collective conceptualization... ED
/ ﬁ\ benlry Kemunesa M. M., Kepo Xepsunvsa 3. @. KocnumugHno-cemanmuyeckiue MexaHu3mvl KOHYenmyamsayuu ...

These categories constitute an analytical
typology based on recurring profiling patterns
observed in the corpus data. They should be
understood as dominant profiling tendencies
rather than rigid semantic classes. Individual
nominations may foreground  multiple
dimensions simultaneously, although each
nomination exhibits a dominant profiling
tendency that motivates its classification
within the proposed typology. Individual
nominations instantiate these higher-order
construal types by foregrounding dominant
profiling parameters while simultaneously
backgrounding alternative dimensions of
collective organization — such as coordination
(pack), homogeneity (herd), synchrony
(flock), and density/intensity (swarm), and
hierarchy or functional integration (pride,
colony) — while backgrounding other features.

The model synthesizes the recurring
profiling patterns identified in the corpus and
provides a schematic representation of the
relationship  between cognitive profiling,
construal, and evaluative potential. It further
captures how biological prototypes in the
Literal Core may provide source-domain
knowledge for the conceptualization of social
and  technological entities in  the
Metaphorically Extended Uses. The analysis
suggests that evaluative potential is not an
inherent property of the lexical items
themselves but emerges through the
interaction of cognitive profiling, contextual
interpretation, and encyclopedic knowledge
associated with the source domain. Such
evaluative meanings become particularly
salient in metaphorically extended uses,
where characteristics associated with animal
communities are projected onto social or
technological entities.

In these metaphorical uses, the
relationship between construal and evaluation
is characterized by recurring tendencies
observed in the analyzed corpus. Agentive
construals (pack) are frequently associated
with interpretations of aggression and
hostility. Passive construals (herd) are often
linked to conformity and loss of individuality.
Dynamic construals (flock, swarm) may

motivate interpretations of dependency, threat,
chaos, or intrusiveness. Structural construals
(pride, colony) are commonly associated with
prestige, stability, cohesion, or forms of social
organization.

Taken together, the findings suggest a
systematic relationship between uniplexing,
cognitive profiling, construal types, and
evaluative potential. Animal community
nominations function not merely as markers
of plurality but as mechanisms of cognitive
and evaluative construal that shape the
interpretation of collective entities across both
literal and metaphorical domains.

Particularly noteworthy is the extension
of swarm into the technological domain. Such
extensions were observed in the corpus during
the 2010 — 2019 period, particularly in
expressions referring to drones, bots,
autonomous systems, and online collectives.
In expressions such as swarm of drones,
swarm of bots, and swarm of trolls, the
cognitive schema associated with insect
swarms is projected onto autonomous or
semi-autonomous technological entities. Core
characteristics of the biological prototype —
multiplicity, density/intensity of action — are
retained; however, the resulting construal
becomes more complex through the addition
of algorithmic coordination. Unlike biological
uses of swarm, which are commonly
associated with disorder and limited
controllability, technological uses often
profile a combination of distributed agency
and programmed synchrony. The
metaphorical extension of swarm thus
illustrates how a biological model of
collectivity can be adapted to contemporary
digital and technological forms of
organization.

The analysis  demonstrates  the
explanatory value of the proposed analytical
framework. By integrating uniplexing,
cognitive profiling, metaphorical extension,
and evaluative potential within a unified
analytical procedure, the framework makes it
possible to explain recurrent construal
patterns that cannot be fully accounted for
when these mechanisms are examined
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separately. The resulting four-type analytical
typology, derived inductively from recurrent
profiling parameters identified in the
annotated corpus, provides a systematic
cognitive-semantic model for interpreting the
organization of  animal community
nominations and their evaluative tendencies
across both Literal and Metaphorical
domains.

Discussion

The findings demonstrate that animal
community nominations function as cognitive
mechanisms of collective construal rather
than as neutral markers of plurality. The
proposed analytical framework explains this
behavior by integrating uniplexing, cognitive
profiling, metaphorically extended uses, and
evaluative potential within a unified
explanatory model. The findings indicate that
the choice of nomination influences the
conceptualization of a group, facilitating a
shift from the perception of individual entities
to their interpretation as a unified cognitive
unit. In this sense, collective nominations
function as mechanisms of conceptual
structuring that provide alternative ways of
construing collective entities in discourse.

The principal contribution of the present
study lies in demonstrating that the interaction
between uniplexing, cognitive profiling,
metaphorical ~ extension, and evaluative
potential can be explained within a unified
framework. Within this framework, cognitive
profiling links the construal of collectivity
established through uniplexing with the
emergence of higher-order construal types,
thereby providing the basis for interpreting
their evaluative potential. More broadly, the
proposed framework demonstrates how
corpus-based cognitive-semantic analysis can
move beyond the description of individual
lexical items toward the identification of

recurrent  mechanisms  underlying  the
conceptualization  and  evaluation  of
collectivity.

The results indicate that the Literal Core
of the lexical-semantic field is anchored in the
biological domain and can be interpreted as
exhibiting a high degree of prototypicality.

Metaphorically Extended Uses are organized
relative to this prototypical foundation by
preserving selected organizational
characteristics of the biological source
domain while projecting them onto human,
technological, and abstract target domains.
Compared with the other analyzed
nominations, pride showed the smallest
number of metaphorically extended uses
among the six analyzed nominations. Most
non-literal occurrences represented idiomatic
expression (e.g. pride of place), which were
excluded during corpus annotation according
to the analytical criteria adopted in the present
study. Consequently, only a small number of
metaphorically extended uses remained
eligible for analysis. The remaining
metaphorically extended uses consistently
preserved the source-domain concepts of
social cohesion, hierarchical organization, and
collective identity, suggesting that
metaphorical ~ extension of pride is
considerably more restricted than that of the
other analyzed nominations. The analysis of
Metaphorically Extended Uses further
indicates that the evaluative potential of the
lexical-semantic field is shaped not only by
universal cognitive mechanisms but also by
culturally  specific  evaluative  models
embedded in a particular linguocultural
context. In this respect, evaluative stereotypes
and quasi-stereotypes can be regarded as
mechanisms of interpretation reflected in
actual language use (Fillmore, 1982; Teliya,
1996).

The role of culturally embedded
evaluative models becomes particularly
apparent when the English corpus data are
considered from a broader cross-linguistic
perspective. The ethnocultural specificity of
secondary nomination is reflected in the
variability of associative characteristics
attributed to animal images across languages.
For example, in  Russian cultural
conceptualization, the ram is conventionally
associated with stupidity, whereas the donkey
is associated with stubbornness. In Spanish,
however, both characteristics are
conventionally integrated into the image of
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burro. Although these examples fall outside
the English corpus examined in this study,
they illustrate the broader role of cultural
conceptualization in  shaping evaluative
associations. Such differences demonstrate
that animal-based associations are culturally
specific and reflect distinct patterns of cultural
conceptualization. These observations are
consistent with Kovecses’s account of cultural
variation in metaphorical conceptualization.
From this perspective, the evaluative
potential of English collective nominations
appears to emerge through the interaction of
universal cognitive mechanisms, particularly
uniplexing and cognitive profiling, with
culturally entrenched evaluative models.
Consequently, English collective hominations
such as herd, pack, and swarm evoke
evaluative interpretations that are grounded
not only in lexical meaning but also in the
encyclopedic knowledge associated with
particular models of collective organization.
The findings are consistent with
Langacker’s Cognitive Grammar, according
to which linguistic expressions impose
particular construals on the situations they
represent (Langacker, 1987). This observation
suggests that lexical choice itself functions as
a cognitively meaningful act of categorization
rather than as a purely referential selection.
The comparison between the analyzed
nominations and the superordinate expression
a group of demonstrates that these forms are
not interchangeable but systematically profile
different dimensions of collective
organization. Unlike the highly schematic
lexeme group, the analyzed nominations
selectively foreground organizational
properties that guide both the
conceptualization and subsequent evaluation
of collective entities. These findings
demonstrate that collective nominations
function not merely as labels for groups but as
mechanisms of selective cognitive profiling
that shape the interpretation of collectivity
and the evaluative perception of social actors.
This interpretation is consistent with
discourse-oriented approaches to metaphor
and media discourse, which emphasize that

linguistic  choices  contribute to the
construction of evaluations and
representations of social reality in authentic
discourse contexts (Semino, 2008; Hart, 2014;
2021)

Beyond lexical categorization, the
present findings also contribute to broader
cognitive theories of collective representation.
In this respect, the present findings are
compatible with Tomasello’s (2019) account
of collective intentionality. Although the
present study does not investigate
intentionality directly, the construal of
multiple individuals as a unified collective
Gestalt appears consistent with broader
cognitive mechanisms through which groups
are conceptualized as coherent social entities.
Animal community nominations can therefore
be understood not simply as labels for
collective referents but as linguistic resources
that facilitate the interpretation of groups in
terms of social coordination, shared
organization, and collective identity. While
Tomasello’s account helps explain the
conceptualization of collectivity as a coherent
social entity, the evaluative interpretation of
such collectives requires consideration of the
metaphorical scenarios through which these
conceptual structures are activated in
discourse.

The evaluative potential of animal
community nominations can be further
explained through Musolff’s (2016) notion of
metaphorical ~ scenarios.  Rather  than
functioning as simple cross-domain mappings
between source and target domains,
metaphorical extensions activate culturally
shared scenarios associated with particular
models of collective organization. Within
these scenarios, nominations such as pack,
herd, or swarm evoke recurring interpretative
patterns associated with coordinated hunting,
collective following, or mass movement,
thereby shaping their evaluative interpretation
in social and technological contexts. Through
metaphorical extension, these conceptual
structures are projected onto new target
domains while remaining connected to the
prototypical core of the category through
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shared organizational features. Consequently,
collective entities may be construed as
aggressive, passive, hierarchically organized,
or functionally integrated, depending on the
cognitive model activated in discourse. These
findings  further support the proposed
analytical framework by demonstrating how
cognitive profiling interacts with culturally
shared metaphorical scenarios in guiding both
the  conceptualization and  evaluative
interpretation of collectivity.

Digital and Technological Extensions
of Collective Construals

A significant finding emerging from the
corpus analysis is the extension of animal
community  nominations  beyond their
biological origins into technological and
digital domains. This tendency is clearly
observable in the analyzed corpus data, where
algorithmic and networked systems are
frequently conceptualized through collective
schemas. Expressions such as swarm of
drones, swarm of bots, and swarm of trolls
illustrate  how traditional models of
collectivity are applied to digital and
networked environments.

Among the analyzed nominations,
swarm showed a particularly salient extension
into technological and digital domains in the
analyzed corpus and therefore serves as an
illustrative case of contemporary cross-
domain extension. While its Literal Core is
anchored in biological collectives, its
Metaphorically Extended Uses extend across
technological, digital, natural, and
astronomical domains. This productivity
reflects the schematic nature of the swarm
model. Unlike nominations that profile more
stable forms of collective organization (e.g.,
pride), swarm  foregrounds  dynamic
properties such as multiplicity, density, and
distributed coordination. These relatively
schematic properties enable this construal to
be projected onto a wide range of biological,
technological, and other collective entities
characterized by interactional intensity and
rapid expansion.

A related pattern can also be observed
in other biologically motivated collective

schemas. Unlike the swarm model, which
foregrounds movement and density, these
extend biological models of social insects to
collective decision-making, online
communities, and artificial intelligence,
illustrating how animal-based schemas
increasingly structure the conceptualization of
coordinated technological systems.

The technological extension of swarm is
also associated with a diversity of evaluative
tendencies. In the analyzed corpus,
expressions such as swarm of trolls and
swarm of drones frequently instantiate
negative evaluative meanings that emerge
through the interaction of cognitive profiling,
contextual interpretation, and source-domain
knowledge rather than from the lexeme itself.
When characteristics such as density,
multiplicity, and reduced controllability are
projected onto technological entities, the
resulting construal often contributes to
interpretations of intrusiveness, disruption, or
threat. However, recent developments in
assistive technologies suggest that the same
collective schema may also be associated with
more positive evaluations. This observation
suggests that evaluative potential is context-
dependent rather than lexically fixed. For
example, the SwarmFidget project employs
coordinated groups of robots to support
emotion regulation and attentional
engagement in adults with ADHD (Pulatova
& Kim, 2024), illustrating the ontological
flexibility of the swarm schema and its
capacity to conceptualize emerging forms of
coordinated technological agency.

The findings indicate that animal
community nominations remain productive
cognitive resources for conceptualizing new
forms of coordinated technological and digital
organization, extending well beyond their
original biological domain.

Beyond the present dataset, the
proposed analytical framework provides a
transferable analytical model for investigating
additional animal community nominations
and related lexical domains of collectivity.
Future applications across different corpora,
discourse types, and languages may further
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refine the proposed analytical typology and
evaluate its broader explanatory potential.

Limitations

First, the study was based on a manually
annotated qualitative corpus of 1,804
contexts. Although the annotated corpus was
relatively large, the analysis itself remained
qualitative and focused on identifying
recurrent construal patterns rather than
establishing statistically generalizable
frequency distributions. Second, the empirical
analysis was restricted to contemporary
English-language data retrieved from the
Corpus of Contemporary American English
(COCA) and therefore does not necessarily
capture patterns occurring in other varieties of
English or historical stages of the language.
Third, the study was limited to six analyzed
animal community nominations retrieved
through the syntactic pattern a X of Y.
Consequently, the proposed analytical
typology should be interpreted as an
inductively derived explanatory model rather
than as an exhaustive classification of all
animal community nominations.

A further limitation concerns annotation
reliability. Because all corpus instances were
coded by a single annotator, formal inter-
annotator agreement statistics were not
available. Although explicit coding criteria
and repeated examination of ambiguous cases
were used to reduce interpretive subjectivity,
future studies should validate the annotation
scheme through independent double coding of
a representative subsample and the calculation
of inter-annotator agreement statistics.

These limitations do not diminish the
contribution of the proposed framework but
rather define the scope within which the
present findings should be interpreted.
Because the proposed analytical framework
and typology were developed inductively
from the analyzed corpus, their explanatory
value has been demonstrated only within the
scope of the present dataset. Further
validation using independent datasets,
additional animal community nominations,
and other lexical domains will be necessary to

evaluate the robustness and broader
applicability of the proposed framework.

Future Research

The proposed analytical framework also
opens several directions for future research.
Future studies may extend the proposed
framework to additional animal community
nominations, other lexical-semantic fields,
different discourse types, and cross-linguistic
data. Such investigations would provide an
opportunity to evaluate the transferability of
the proposed analytical typology and
determine whether similar construal patterns
emerge across languages, discourse contexts,
and lexical domains.

A particularly promising direction
concerns the continuing  metaphorical
extension of animal community nominations
into technological and digitally mediated
forms of collectivity. Expressions such as
swarm of drones, swarm of bots, hive mind,
and coordinated Al system suggest that
animal-based models of collective
organization are increasingly employed to
conceptualize emerging technological
systems. Recent research on swarm user
interfaces likewise indicates that biologically
inspired collective behavior is increasingly
being adopted as an engineering and design
principle for digital and robotic systems
(Zhang et al., 2026).

These  developments also  raise
important questions regarding the evaluative
consequences of technological metaphorical
extension.  Another important  question
concerns whether these emerging
technological uses preserve the evaluative
tendencies associated with their biological
source domains or give rise to new evaluative
profiles shaped by contemporary
technological discourse. Emerging research
on Conversational Swarm Intelligence
(Rosenberg et al., 2024) likewise suggests that

swarm-based models  are becoming
increasingly  relevant  for  describing
collaborative ~ forms  of  Al-mediated

interaction, providing another potential
domain in which the proposed analytical
framework may be applied.
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Such studies would also provide an
opportunity to validate the proposed
analytical framework and its analytical
typology on independent datasets and
determine the extent to which the identified
construal patterns remain stable across
different lexical domains and discourse types.

Conclusion

The present study has demonstrated that
animal community nominations constitute a
hierarchically organized lexical-semantic field
with a prototypical structure, comprising a
Literal Core anchored in biological reference
and a Metaphorically Extended Uses
extending into social and technological
domains. The analysis further showed that
collective nominations differ systematically in
the dimensions of collective organization they
foreground, giving rise to recurrent construal
patterns and associated evaluative tendencies.

The application of this framework to the
annotated corpus lies in the development of
an integrated cognitive-semantic framework
that explains how uniplexing, cognitive
profiling, metaphorical extension, and
evaluative  potential interact in  the
conceptualization of animal community
nominations. Application of this framework to
contemporary corpus data yielded a four-type
analytical typology (Agentive, Passive,
Dynamic, and Structural), providing an
explanatory model for recurrent construal
patterns observed across the analyzed
nominations. Rather than constituting an
exhaustive  classification of  collective
construals, this typology represents an
analytical generalization of the dominant
profiling tendencies identified in the analyzed
corpus.

Beyond the specific findings of the
present study, the results contribute to a
broader  understanding  of  collective
conceptualization by demonstrating that
collective nominations do not simply
categorize groups but systematically shape
their cognitive interpretation. Rather than
functioning as neutral markers of plurality,
analyzed animal community nominations
foreground distinct dimensions of collective

organization that guide subsequent evaluative
construal. The findings further demonstrate
that the interaction between uniplexing,
cognitive profiling, metaphorical extension,
and evaluative potential can be accounted for
within a unified analytical model of animal
community nominations. Taken together, the
proposed framework offers a transferable and
reproducible cognitive-semantic model for
investigating collective construal across
animal community nominations and related
lexical domains, thereby extending the
analytical potential of corpus-based cognitive-
semantic research.
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Appendix. Selected Corpus Examples

139

ID | Lexeme Context Source Year Domain Literal{ Dominant Profiling | Construa Evaluat_ive
Metaphorical Parameter (s) | type Potential
H1 | Herd They’re a herd of craven | Fox News 2018 Media / Metaphorical Homogeneity; Passive Negative
dumb people. Channel/ Social reduced individuation
SPOK
H2 | Herd A herd of men on the Freethought | 2012 Social Metaphorical Homogeneity; Passive Negative
internet attacked her blogs.com/ reduced individuation
online WEB
H3 | Herd A shooting into a herd of | Goodreads.c | 2012 | Wildlife Literal Homogeneity; Passive Neutral
resting elephants om/WEB reduced individuation
H4 | Herd A herd of cattle stand in Rollingstone | 2019 Agriculture | Literal Homogeneity; Passive Neutral
the midst of smoke .com/ MAG reduced individuation
H5 | Herd Getting knocked over on | Teencerebral | 2012 Social Metaphorical | Homogeneity; Passive Negative
the halls by a herd of palsy.com/ reduced individuation
students BLOG
H6 | Herd Was a herd of deer calmly | Thisisthepla | 2012 Wildlife Literal Homogeneity; Passive Neutral
standing ce.org/ reduced individuation
WEB
H7 | Herd A herd of guests watched | Craphound.c | 2012 Social Metaphorical Homogeneity; Passive Negative
the proceeding in om/WEB reduced individuation
confusion.
H8 | Herd Saw a herd of people Highlights 2017 Social Metaphorical Homogeneity; Passive Negative
stampeding out for Children reduced
[ FIC individuation;
intensity
H9 | Herd A herd of shoppers stops | Esquire / 2018 Social Metaphorical Homogeneity; Passive Neutral
in front of the store FIC reduced individuation
H1 | Herd You didn’t get that respect | A.V. Club/ 2016 Social Metaphorical Homogeneity; Passive Negative
0 from a herd of egocentric | MAG reduced individuation
bureaucrats
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P1 | Pack A pack of wolves can take | CBS_Early / | 2010 Wildlife Literal Agency; coordinated | Agentive | Neutral
down an elk SPOK action
P2 | Pack A pack of puppies training | NEWS.com. | 2010 Domestic Literal Agency; coordinated | Agentive | Positive
to become guide dogs au animals action
P3 | Pack Another monk meets a Forcechange | 2012 Hunting / Literal Agency; coordinated | Agentive | Neutral
pack of hunting dogs .com/ Domestic pursuit;
BLOG animals
P4 | Pack Ann Romney told a pack | Michellemal | 2012 Media / Metaphorical | Agency; collective Agentive | Negative
of reporters kin.com/ Politics pursuit;
NEWS
P5 | Pack You get jumped on by a Theblaze.co | 2012 Internet / Metaphorical | Agency; coordinated | Agentive | Negative
pack of trolls who havea | m/BLOG Social aggression
supreme intellect due to
the anonymity of the
internet
P6 | Pack A pack of teenagers with | Redstate.co | 2012 Social / Metaphorical | Agency; coordinated | Agentive | Negative
guns a blazing m/ WEB Crime aggression; threat
P7 | Pack The MSM giving a pack | Talkingpoint | 2012 Social/ Metaphorical | Agency; coordinated | Agentive | Negative
of criminals a virtual free | smemo.com Crime criminal activity
pass / NEWS
P8 | Pack Were hounded by a pack | Thetruthabo | 2012 Legal / Metaphorical | Agency; coordinated | Agentive | Negative
of rabid lawyers utcars.com/ Social pursuit; aggression
BLOG
P9 | Pack Guzman-Feliz was killed | Fox News/ | 2019 Social / Metaphorical | Agency; coordinated | Agentive | Negative
in a case of mistaken MAG Crime pursuit; aggression
identity by a pack of 14
men searching for gang
rivals.
P1 | Pack The bus from work was Five Points/ | 2018 Social / Law| Metaphorical | Agency; coordinated | Agentive | Neutral
0 late because it had been FIC enforcement action
pulled over by a pack of
police officers
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F1 | Flock Chris and Jo had muscled | The Virginia | 2017 Social Metaphorical | Synchrony; Dynamic | Neutral
their way onto a tiny Quarterly coordinated
elevator ahead of a flock | Review / movement
of children and the lone FIC
airport worker tending to
them.

F2 | Flock Being highlighted En.support. | 2012 Media / Metaphorical | Synchrony; Dynamic | Positive
exposed your post to a wordpress.c Social behavioral alignment
wide audience and brings | om/ WEB
you a flock of engaged
new readers

F3 | Flock Sounds like a flock of Cowboybyte | 2012 | Wildlife Literal Synchrony Dynamic | Neutral
buzzards .com/WEB

F4 | Flock Looks of confusion from | Huffingtonp | 2012 Social / Metaphorical | Synchrony; Dynamic | Neutral
a flock of Dutch tourists ost.com/ tourism behavioral alignment

BLOG

F5 | Flock A flock of motorcycle taxi | Peacekeepin | 2017 Social / Metaphorical | Synchrony; Dynamic | Neutral
drivers g/ FIC Transportat coordinated
circumnavigated...maneu ion movement
vering always to stay in
the shade

F6 | Flock A flock of mountain Philipyancey | 2012 Wildlife Literal Synchrony; Dynamic | Neutral
bluebirds who flew up .com/WEB coordinated
and suddenly caught the movement;
sunlight

F7 | Flock The sound of their beating | SouthernRe | 2011 Abstract / Metaphorical | Synchrony; rhythmic | Dynamic | Neutral
wings like a flock of v/FIC Emotional coordination
human hearts

F8 | Flock Struggling to find room Pittsburg 2015 Religion / Metaphorical | Synchrony (collective | Dynamic | Neutral
for a flock of government- | Post-Gazette Social movement)
related workers and / NEWS
immigrants
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F9 | Flock Hope Christian Church Newsweek / | 2010 Religion / Metaphorical | Synchrony; Dynamic | Positive
has a flock of 3,000 MAG Social behavioral alignment
F1 | Flock A flock of girls had Bk:BookUn | 2014 Social / Metaphorical Synchrony; Dynamic | Neutral
0 started coming to our knownAmer Human behavioral alignment
practices icans / FIC behavior
S1 | Swarm | Out of this smoke there Biblestudyto | 2012 Wildlife Literal Density/intensity; Dynamic | Neutral
came a swarm of locusts | ols.com multiplicity
/WEB
S2 | Swarm | Attack you again with a Eg2.wikia.c | 2012 Wildlife Literal Intensity; collective Dynamic | Negative
swarm of bats om/WEB movement
S3 | Swarm | Aswarm of black, hooded | Fanfiction.n | 2012 Social / Metaphorical Density/intensity; Dynamic | Neutral
figures in the distance et/ WEB Human reduced individuation
behavior
S4 | Swarm | Amidst a swarm of Ayeast.word | 2012 Wildlife Literal Density/intensity; Dynamic | Neutral
morning mosquitoes press.com/ multiplicity
WEB
S5 | Swarm | Aswarm of overalled Kola/FIC 2019 Aviation / Metaphorical | Synchrony; intensity | Dynamic | Negative
ground crew on squat Military
yellow tractors burst forth
from rows of steel sheds
S6 | Swarm | Aswarm of leeches Comingsoon | 2012 Wildlife Literal Intensity; Dynamic | Negative
attacking the children .net/ WEB multiplicity;
collective threat
S7 | Swarm | Briareos from Appleseed | Tvtropes.org | 2012 Technology | Metaphorical Density/intensity; Dynamic | Neutral
engages a swarm of /| WEB coordinated activity
drones
S8 | Swarm | Aswarm of trolls can AmericalBlo | 2012 Digital Metaphorical Intensity: Dynamic | Negative
Sswoop g.com/ communica multiplicity’
BLOG tion / social coordinated activity
media
S9 | Swarm | Abill that could unleash a | The Verge/ | 2018 Technology | Metaphorical Density/intensity; Dynamic | Negative
swarm of autonomous MAG /Transporta coordinated
vehicles on public roads tion movement;
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S1 | Swarm | Later dissected by a OCRegister | 2019 Media Metaphorical Intensity; Dynamic | Negative
0 swarm of 24/7 cable I NEWS simultaneous activity
programs
Cl1l | Colony | Acolony of leafcutter ants | Our Planet/ | 2019 Wildlife Literal Functional Structural | Neutral
TV integration; organized
habitation
C2 | Colony | a Colony of movie buffs NorthAmRe | 2018 Social / Metaphorical Functional Structural | Neutral
reenacted their favorite \% Culture integration; collective
pictures identity
C3 | Colony | Was now home to a Nothingbutb | 2012 Transportat | Metaphorical | Spatial clustering; Structural | Neutral
colony of RVs onfires.com ion/ functional integration
/| WEB Settlement
C4 | Colony | She catered to a colony of | Iceberg 2012 Social Metaphorical Functional Structural | Negative
black hookers and pimps | Slim: Portait integration; collective
of a Pimp / identity
MOV
C5 | Colony | There’s a colony of STLouis/ 2014 Creative Metaphorical Functional Structural | Positive
creative screenwriters all | News profession / integration; collective
over LA Social identity
C6 | Colony | Acolony of screaming Hercampus. | 2012 Social / Metaphorical Functional Structural | Negative
campers com/ Recreation integration; spatial
BLOG clustering
C7 | Colony | Acolony of homeless Newsweek/ | 2015 Social / Metaphorical | Territoriality; Structural | Negative
offenders popped up MAG Crime collective habitation
under Miami’s Julia Tuttle
Causeway
C8 | Colony | Acolony of cats has taken | Tripper.blog | 2012 Domestic Literal Functional Structural | Neutral
up residence spot.com/ animals integration;
BLOG established habitation
C9 | Colony | Acolony of homeless sex | Anisfield- 2012 Social Metaphorical Functional Structural | Negative
offenders wolf.org integration; spatial
clustering
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Cl1l | Colony | ...the powers that be were | Analog 2019 Technology | Metaphorical Functional integration | Structural | Neutral
0 now some amalgam of the | Science /Al

ultra wealthy ... and a Fiction $26

colony of Fact/FIC

superintelligences — or

one superintelligence
PR | Pride A porcupine walks L.A. Slasher | 2015 Wildlife Literal Hierarchy; collective | Structural | Neutral
1 straight through a pride of | / MOV identity

lions
PR | Pride A pride of kitties Bk:Palisades | 2013 Domestic Metaphorical | Collective identity; Structural | Positive
2 Park / FIC animals status
PR | Pride A pride of boutique hotels | Philstar.com | 2010 Hospitality | Metaphorical | Status; prestige; Structural | Positive
3 collective identity
PR | Pride A pride of two six adult NatGEO / 2013 | Wildlife Literal Hierarchy Structural | Neutral
4 females seems to be MAG

optimal on the plains
PR | Pride The chambered heart, Witness / 2018 Social / Metaphorical | Collective identity Structural | Negative
5 feeding every useless FIC Family

desire: for anchovies,

women, a pride of

children.
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KooneparuBHOCTH 0TBETOB roJ10COBOI0 ACCHCTEHTA
M IICUX0J10Ta: cO0JII0leHHe TPUHIIUIIOB
I'epoepra Ilona I'paiica u Ixedpdppu JInua
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AHHOTanmusi: B  HacTodlleM HCCIEAOBAHMM  NPEJCTABIEHbl  MparMaruyecKue
OCOOCHHOCTH B3aUMOJICHCTBUS C TOJOCOBBIM ACCHUCTEHTOM «AJIMCa» B KOHTEKCTE
MHTUMHO-JTMYHOCTHOTO OOIICHHS B CPABHEHUHU C MHCbMEHHBIM HHTEPHET-00IIEHNEM Ha
NCUXOJIOTHYEeCKNX (hopymax. B kauecTBe KpUTEpPHEB JJIsi COMOCTABUTENBHOTO aHAIHM3a
CTETMEeHH YCHEIIHOCTH B3aMMOJEHUCTBHUS YelIOBEKa C ToyiocoBbIM accucteHToM (I'A) u
npodeccuonansHbiM - Ticuxosiorom  (III1) wHa ¢dopyme wuCHONB30BANMCE TPUHIIMIL
koonepanuu [.I1. I'paitica u nmpunumun BexxauBocTu Jx. Jlmya. Ha ocHoBe makcum
I II. I'paiica M CEH3UTHBHBIX XapAKTEPUCTHK pPEYH, COOTBETCTBYIOLIUX CHUTYyallUU
KOMMYHHUKAIUH, pa3paboTana KOMMYHUKaTUBHO-TIparMaTuyeckas aHKeTa.
UccnenoBanne  cOmOCTaBMJIO  OTBETHI  TOJOCOBOTO  acCUCTEHTa  «Auuca»
U TpoQeCcCCHOHATBHBIX TCUXOJIOTOB Ha 83 obOparmieHus ¢ (GOpyMOB NCHXOJIOTHYECKON
MOJIIEPIKKH. CornacoBaHHOCTh MpOBEPsIIACh K03 PUIIUEHTOM Kennamma
(W = 0,52-0,78). CraTucTHYecKd 3HAYMMBblE PA3JIH4Hs BBIIBICHBI 0 YETHIPEM
napaMerpam M3 CeMH, BKIIIOUAIOIINX XapaKTEePUCTHUKN KOJIMYECTBa, CI0CO0a, SMIIAaTHH U
Banuaanuu (p < 0,05). Pe3ynbrarhl SKCIepHMEHTa MOKa3bIBalOT, 4To ['A OTBeuaeT
MOJIb30BATENI0 JUIMHHEE, €r0 OTBETHl MMEIOT SKCIUIMIUTHYIO CTPYKTypy. ['A Takxke
JEMOHCTpUpPYeT OoJiee BBICOKYIO SMIATHI0O W BAJWAALMIO YYBCTB. YKa3zaHHbIE
MPEUMYIIECTBA HOCAT aJTOPUTMUYECKUMN, IIAOJIOHHBIM XapakTep, KOTOPhIE B YCTHOM
B3auMoJielicTBUM ¢ ['A mpeBpaliarTcss B PUCKHU. [[IMHHBIM MOHOJIOT TEperpy’x,aer
IIOJIB30BATENsA, HAXOMAIIEroCs B COCTOSHHMM JUCTPECCA, 4 MHOTOCIOXKHBIA M JOJTUI
OTBET OIpaHUYMBAET 00paTHYIO CBA3b. [10 KauecTBy, peJIeBAaHTHOCTH U TaKTy Pa3ludHii
HE BbIABIIEHO. Kpome TOro, aHanu3 KeCOB C COBNAJAIONIMMH OLIEHKaMH IOKa3all, YTo
COBIAJICHUE MEIMAHHBIX JIaHHBIA HEe O3Ha4yaeT ucnoiab3oBanus ['A u I1I1 ananorunyabix
KOMMYHHUKAaTUBHBIX CTpareruil. JlaHbl peKOMEeHJIanuu pa3padoTYMKaM TOJIOCOBBIX
ACCUCTEHTOB M O0O3HA4Ye€Hbl  NEPCHEKTHBBI  HCCIEAOBAHMS:  pacUIMpEHHE
JKCIIEPUMEHTAIIBHBIX MPOLEAYDP U COCTaBa YYACTHUKOB.

KuroueBbie ciioBa: T'onocoBoil accuctent; MckyccTBeHHBIN nHTEekT; [Iparmaruka;
[Ipuamun  koomeparuu; Makcumbl  ['paiica; VHTUMHO-TMYHOCTHBIM — JTHAJIOT;
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Abstract: This study examines the pragmatic features of interaction with the voice
assistant “Alisa” in the context of intimate-personal communication, in comparison with
written Internet communication on psychological forums. As criteria for a comparative
analysis of the degree of success in human interaction with a voice assistant (VA) and a
professional psychologist (PP) on a forum, the cooperative principle of H. P. Grice and
the politeness principle of G. Leech were used. Based on H. P. Grice’s maxims and the
context-sensitive characteristics of speech corresponding to the communication
situation, a communicative-pragmatic questionnaire was developed. The study
compared the responses of the voice assistant “Alisa” and professional psychologists to
83 inquiries from psychological support forums. Consistency was verified using
Kendall’s coefficient (W = 0.52-0.78). Statistically significant differences were
identified in four out of seven parameters, including the characteristics of quantity,
manner, empathy, and validation (p < 0.05). The experimental results show that the VA
gives longer responses to the user, and its responses have an explicit structure. The VA
also demonstrates higher empathy and validation of feelings. These advantages are
algorithmic and template-based in nature, and in oral interaction with the VA they turn
into risks. A long monologue overloads a user in a state of distress, while a multi-clause
and lengthy response limits feedback. No differences were found in terms of quality,
relevance, and tact. Furthermore, an analysis of cases with matching assessments
showed that the coincidence of median data does not mean that the VA and PP use
similar communicative strategies. Recommendations are given to developers of voice
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assistants, and research prospects are outlined: expanding experimental procedures and

the composition of participants.

Keywords: Voice assistant; Artificial intelligence; Pragmatics; Cooperative principle;
Grice’s maxims; Intimate personal dialogue; Confidential communication; Professional
psychologist; Psychological support; Comparative analysis; Pragmatic model
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Beenenue (INTRODUCTION)

Hayunoe CO001IIeCTBO CerosHs
HAXOJMTCS Ha TIOpPOre MIOOANBHBIX MEepPEeMeEH,
3aTparvBaloNUX «IOPSIO0K» KOMMYHUKAIIUU:
MIPUBBIYHBIC HaTTEPHBI u MOJICTTH
B3aMMOJICHCTBHSI HA €CTCCTBCHHOM  SI3BIKC
JaJIeK0 HE BCEraa MOApPa3syMEBAIOT HAJIHUYUE
TBYX pa3ymoB €CTECTBEHHOTO
npoucxoxaeHus. [IpoGneMbl oOmICHHS B
mupe «Muaayctpun 4.0» 4acTo CBA3BIBAIOTCS C
MaJIOM3YyYCHHBIM MEXaHU3MOM IPAarMaTHKU
B3aMMOJICHCTBHS  YEJIOBEKA W  MAIIUHBI
(Saavedra, 2026), TOCKOJIBKY B CHTyalluu
CWIBHBIX TICPEKUBAHUKM, SMOIMOHAIHLHOTO
cTpecca W HEYIOBICTBOPCHHOCTH TEKYIIUM
MOJIOKEHUEM BEIEH JIIOMU BCE peryisipHee
o0pamnarTcss K HEHPOCETeBOM TEXHOJIOTHH
(Ullman, Malle, 2018). [Hoxa3zaHo, dToO,
OOMEHHBasICh  COOOIIEHUSIMH CO  CBOMMH
MOJTb30BATEIISIMU, TAKUE TEXHOJIOTHH, KaK Jar-
OOTBl,  TOJIOCOBbIE  TIOMOIIHHUKH  WJIH
COIMATILHBIC POOOTHI, CTAHOBSTCS AaKTHUBHBIMH
y4acTHUKaMHU Tpoliecca OOIIeHusI, TOCKOIbKY
JIOMU HE CTOJNIBKO OOWIAOTCS C JIPYTUMHU
JIOABMHU C TIOMOIIBIO TEXHOJIOTHiA, CKOJIBKO
oOpamaroTcss K MalidHaM W OOIIarTCs ¢
aumu camumu (Greussing et al., 2022). Takoii
MIOIXO/ CYIIECTBEHHO OTIMYAETCS OT aKTHBHO
HCCIeTyeMOi MOJIeT KOMMYHHKAIIMH Hadana
HOBOTO  TBHICSYEICTHS —  KOMIIBIOTEPHO-
ornocpenoBaHHOW koMMyHHKauu (Mciaamos,
CasenbeBa, 2025; Guzman, Lewis 2020; Hill
et al., 2015; Spence, 2019). Wzyuenwue
94eJI0BEKO-MAITHHHOTO B3aMMOJICHCTBHS
(HMC — human machine communication;
aHII.: KOMMYHHUKAITUSI YEJIOBEKAa M MAIlUHBI)
CErOHS BHAUTCA KaK CaMOCTOATEIbHOE
HampaBJIeHHEe, KOTOpOe, B TO K& BpeMs,
CIIOCOOHO HWHTETPUPOBAaThCS U B Jpyrue

Hay4HbIEe OOJIaCTH B CBS3M C IOBCEMECTHBIM
BHeApeHueM MU: ncuxonoruto (Imaakxosa u
ap., 2025; Hertz et al., 2019), nemaroruky u
MeToauky npenonaBanus (bepmyc, 2024;
bepmyc, Cuzoa, 2025; IlenskoB u ap., 2025),
counonoruto  (Munzapunos, [lopomienko,
2025; Scolari, 2024), KOrHUTHUBHBIE HAyKH
(Kosinski, 2023), nuarsuctuky (Boji¢, 2025),
menuachepy (Guzman, Lewis, 2020) u mp.
(Spence, 2019).

ABTOHOMHBIE HEWpoceTn MOTYT
B3aMMO/ICHCTBOBATh PA3JIMYHBIMU CIIOCOOAMH
(Harpumep, TEKCTOM, TOJI0COM, KECTaMU WU
JIBUKEHUSIMM) W TNPUHUMATh  pa3iNyHbIe
dopmer Bomnomienus (Edwards et al., 2016;
Greussing et al., 2022). OxgHo#t u3 Hauboee
pacmipoCTpaHEeHHBIX B MOBCEIHEBHOM
KOMMYHHKauu pasHoBugHoctedl MM-arenra
SBJISIETCS TOJIOCOBOM TOMOIIHUK/AaCCUCTEHT
(I'A). DOror Bua reneparuBHoro WU
UCIIONIB3YETCS YEIOBEKOM ISl pa3BJCUEHUS,
MOBBIIEHUS!  APPEKTUBHOCTH  PYTHHHBIX
JIEUCTBUH, IIOMCKa uHpopMaLuy,
COLMAJILHOTO B3aHMOJICHCTBHS,
BUPTY&JIbHOTO OTJbIXa M Jaxe B LEJAX
uaeHtuukanmu uadoctr  (Jain,  Kumar,
2025; Saavedra, 2026). B oTiau4une OT CHCTEM,
OpPUEHTUPOBAaHHBIX  HAa  HCKIIIOYUTENIBHO
yTUIMTapHbIE 3afaud (Hanpumep, PoOor
Makc Ha Tocycnyrax: 3amonHeHue @opwm,
MIOMCK YCIYI ¥ OTBETBl Ha BOIPOCHI IIO
3akoHonmarenscTBy win Oner or T-banka:
0aHKOBCKME ONEpallH, aHaJIM3 PACXOJO0B H
narexei), coBpeMeHHbie [A, Takue Kak
«Anucay, IPETEHAYIOT Ha pOJIb MapTHEpPA IO
KOMMYHHKAIUH, CIIOCOOHOTO MOJJIEPKUBAThH
Oeceny Ha MHUPOKUNA KPYT TEM.

Henb3s oTpunare, 4To 1o CpaBHEHUIO C
yenoBeKkoM [’A BBIMIPBIBAET B CBOEH
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WHCTPYMEHTAIBHO-TTPOECCUOHATEHOM
unocracu. Ero mnpuMeHeHHME B Ka4eCTBE
BBICOKOTEXHOJIOTHYHOTO W HHHOBAIIMOHHOTO
MPOJIYKTA OMpPaBIAHO CITIOCOOHOCTBIO
MaIlTUHBI CYIIIECTBEHHO COKOHOMHTD YCUJIUS U
BpEMEHHBIC  3aTparhl  CICIHAIUCTOB B
COBEPIICHHO Pa3UYHBIX 001acTSIX HAyKd W
texuukn (ImamkoBa w gap., 2025; Glikson,
Woolley, 2020).

HccnenoBarenssMu B3aMMOICHCTBUS B
HOBOM  MapagurMe  4eJOBEKO-MallMHHOU
KOMMYHUKAIIUU TPHUIETFHO U3Yy4YalOTCAd W
MparMaTuyecKue MPUHIUIIBI, OMPEACIISIONINE
YCIEUTHOCTh ~ KOMMYHHUKAIIUU, IOCKOJIBKY
MOCJICHUE BEPCUU  OOJBIINX  S3BIKOBBIX
monenert (anmi.: LLM — Large Language
Models) nmemMOHCTPHPYIOT CHOCOOHOCTh K

BOCIIPHSITHIO u CaMOBBIPAXKCHUIO,
CIIOCOOHOCTD K paccyxJIeHUIO u
CIIOHTAHHOCTh, YTO MPHBOJHUT KO Bce Ooiee
CII0KHOM MMMTAIAH YEJI0BEYECKUX
xapakrepuctuk (Boji¢ et al., 2025; Kosinski,
2023). Croco0OHOCTh 9TUX MozeJier
MIPUHUMATh 00mK 4esoBeKa u

JEMOHCTPUPOBATh YEPThl U CIIOCOOHOCTH,
TakhMe KaK HMHTEJJIEKT U  MBILIUICHUE,
HaIpsIMYIO BJIMSIET HAa BOCIPUATHE U MPUATHE
aTux Mojenen oduectBoM (Kosinski, 2023).
Onnako HaOuparomee MNOMyISIPHOCTb
B3aMOJIENCTBHUE TIIOJIb30Barelled W IA B
OBITOBOI 0OCTAaHOBKE, B CUTyallUsX, Koraa ['A
3aMEHSIOT apTHEpPa, CIOCOOHOTO BBICTYIIATh
U BECTH IOJIHOLICHHYI0, TADMOHUYHYIO H, YTO
Haubosee BOCTPEOOBAHHO, JIOBEPUTEIHHYIO
KOMMYHHUKAI[MI0 Ha €CTECTBEHHOM S3BIKE,
4acTo  BUJOUTCS  KaKk  OTCYTCTBYIOHIas,
UMEIOIasi MacCy HENIOCTaTKOB M HE BIIOJIHE
OTBEYaloIas  MOTPEOHOCTAM  (GKHUBOTO»
KOMMYHHMKaHTa, a IOAYaC U JECTPYKTUBHO
BO3JCHMCTBYIOIIAsl HAa TICUXUKY YeJIOBEKa
TexHonorus. Takoe HeEraTMBHOE OTHOLIEHUE
MoJib30BaTenei 0€e3yCII0BHO CHUKAeT
LIEHHOCTh  B3alMOJACWUCTBUA C YKa3aHHOU
cuctemoil. THbIMU ctoBaMH, YCIIEIIHOCTh Kak
Ype3BbIYAHO  BaXKHBIM  IparMaTU4eCKUU
(dakTop OOOTO aKTa KOMMYHHUKAIIMU B
ciyyasix oOpamenuss k ['A craBurcs mon
comuenne (Codreanu, 2026; Edwards et al.,
2016; Kim, Sundar, 2021). MuuMas JIETKOCTh

B3aUMOIIEHICTBUASL C  OOJIBLION  SI3BIKOBOM
MOJIENIbI0, JIEMOHCTPHUPYIOIIEH  «MJUIIO3UIO
corpyaauyectBa»y  (Codreanu, 2026) wu
YCIIOBHO coOmonaromnen npaBuia
rapMOHUYHOTO OOIIEHUS, HA CAMOM JIeJie BCe
OoueBHJIHEE OOHAPYXKUBAIOIICH aJBUCUBHO-
JTUPEKTUBHYIO parMaTuyecKyro
APXUTCKTOHUKY,  TOJMEHSET  [IyOMHHBIC
CMBICIIOBBIE ~ CKpEIbl, pOXJAoluecs Hu
BOCIIPOM3BOJSIIMECS B PEUEBBIX MAaTTEpHAX
Yenoseka pazymuoro (bepmyc, Cusona, 2025;
Munzapunos, Ilopomenko, 2025; Ilepos,
2024). DTO B KOHEYHOM HTOTe MPHUBOIUT K
HeXenarenbHoOMYy oOpaTtHoMy 3 dexTy: roau,
CKIIOHHBIE K [apacouuajbHBIM  CBS3AM
(MpUBSI3aHHOCTU K OOBEKTY M3 LHUPPOBOMH
peaNbHOCTH), BCE MEHEE YIOBIETBOPEHBI
OOLIEHNEM C COOECEIHUKOM «IIOJl PYKOH» —
rosiocoBeiM accucteHtoM (ImmamkoBa u np.,
2025; Jain, Kumar, 2025).

Leab HACTOSIIETO WCCIEIOBAHUS —
MPOCICAUTh TPHUHIUIBI KOMMYHUKAIIUU C
ronocoBeiM accucteHToM (I'A  «Anwmca») B
CUTYallM UHTUMHO-JIMYHOCTHOIO JUajora Ha
KOHTpacTe ¢ pePepeHCHBIMH  OTBETaMH
IICUXOJIOTOB (TIIT) B KOHTEKCTE
HEUHCTHUTYIIMOHAJILHOTO OOIIEHUS, OCHOBHBIE
IOPUHLMIIBI ~ KOTOPOTO  COOTHOCSTCS  C
npuHuunoMm koomnepauuu [. II. I'paiica u
npuHuunom sexxiuoctu k. C. JIuya.

Jns JOCTHXKEHUS (1% ObLI
chopMyarpoBaH KOMILJIEKC 3ajau:
chopMHpOBaThH KOpITyC WHTUMHO-

JTUYHOCTHBIX OOpalleHuid TOoJIb30BaTenel Hu
NapaJuIeNIbHBIM KOpPIIyC OTBETOB Ha HHUX C
BBIJICJICHUEM JIBYX KaT€rOpHil: €CTECTBEHHBIX
orBetoB (III1) M creHepupOBaHHBIX OTBETOB
(TA); paspaborarb KOMMYHHKaTHBHO-
IIparMaTHYeCcKyl0 aHKeTy Ul aHajau3a o0enx
KaTeropuil OTBETOB; MPOBECTH KOAMPOBAHHE
000MX MacCHBOB OTBETOB Ul (POPMUPOBAHUS
KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX U Kaue€CTBEHHBIX Mpodueit
KaXX10M KaTeropuy; ONNUCaTh TUIIMYHBIA OTBET
IIIT m TunuuHbl oTBeT ['A Kak yCTOMYMBBIX
peuyeBbIX  npoduiei;  MHTEPIPETUPOBATH
pas3auuus MeXIy JByMs mpoduinsiMu B
tepmuHax II. I'paiica n /. JIngya; mocTpoutsh
nparMaTuyeckyro Mmozaenb oreBeta [A B
CUTyallud HMHTHUMHO-JIMYHOCTHOIO JIMAJIOra,
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rae YeJI0BEUECKHM OTBET CILY)KHUT
pedepeHCHBIM  ATAJIOHOM  KOOIIEPaTUBHOU
KOMMyHUKanuu, a Makcumel I. I1. I'paiica u
JIx. JInya — aHaTUTUYECKUM UHCTPYMEHTOM.

Uccnenosanue Oazupyertcs Ha
rumore3e O TOM, YTO MOJEIN OTBETOB
TOJI0OCOBOTO aCCUCTEHTa (AJIMCHI) B OOIIEHUH
Ha TEMbl TICHXOJOTHYECKHX WpoOJieM He
COOTBETCTBYIOT HOpMam UHTUMHO-
JUYHOCTHOTO B3aMMOJCUCTBUS C TICHXOJIOTOM
B OOILIEHUM HEUHCTUTYIMOHAIBHOTO THUIMA (B
JUCKypce MHTEPHET-(hOPYMOB). A
BBICTpanBaeT KOMMYHUKAIUIO uHaue,
MPOSIBIISSL  CKJIIOHHOCTH K HE(GOpPMAIBHOMY
OoOImeHHI0 U  TUOKOCTH B CHUTYallHH,

TpeOyromeld  JOMUHUPYIOIIEH  TO3UIINH
JKCIIepPTa/aBTOPUTETA, a TaKke TpeOyeT OT
I10JIb30BAaTCIIsL BBITIOJTHCHUA €ro

npeanucanuii, 4ro Oojee comacyercs cC
IMagod  yYaCTHUKOB  TMPO(ECcCHOHATHHOTO
JMCKYpCa «KJIUEHT — areHT».

B pamkax TEPMUHOJIOTUTYECKOTO
anmapara HacTOSILEro HCCIIEA0BaHUS II0A
eonocogvim accucmenmom (I'’A) moHumaercs
JIMaJIOrOBast HeifpoceTeBas cucrema,
TEHEPUPYIOIIasi pPEYEBHIC BHICKA3bIBAaHUS B
OTBET Ha BepOaJIbHbIE CTUMYJIbI
nosib3oBaressd. KiroueBol XapaKTepUCTHUKOU
TakOW  CHCTEMBI,  CYHIECTBEHHOM s
MparMaTHYecKOro  aHaliu3a, SBISIETCS  ee
CIOCOOHOCTh POyLIUPOBATh
aHTPOTIOMOP(HBIE peYeBBIE AKTHI, BKIFOYAS
aKThl TOAJIEPKKH, COBETa W HMIIATHM, 4YTO

I103BOJISIET paccmarpuBarb I'A Kak
KOMMYHHKaHTa CO CBOE€H aJIrOPUTMHYECKU
00yCIIOBICHHON parMaTuyeckon
«CUHTECHIUEN».

Teopernueckyro 0a3y paboThI
COCTABIISIOT 1) METOAOJIOT U

KOMMYHHUKaTHUBHO-IIparMaTuyeckou

OpraHM3alMM JHUCKypca M €ro JKaHpOB
H. 1. ®opmanoBckoii, A. B. Jlenen,
A. @etuep, A. Mycraiioku, T. B. I1Imenesoit,
E. B. TlagyueBoit u np.; 2) UHTETrpaTUBHBIE
MTOJIXO/IBI, YUUTBHIBAIOIIHE
MparMajJMHTBUCTUYECKUE TIPUHITAITBI
IIOBCEIHEBHOMN KOMMYHUKAIUH,
paspaborannsie B Tpymax Jx. OctuHa,
JIx. Cépna, I'. IT. I'paiica, Jx. JInaa,

JI. XopHa, . Crepbepa, . Yuncon,
T. B. Jlapunoéti u nap.; 3) wuccienoBaHus
MICUXOTEPAIEeBTUYECKOTO JUCKypca
A. b. bymesa, M. C. I'puneBoii,
E. M. UcTtomuHoOIi1, H. B. Cymunoi,

X. JleButt u ap.; 4) HOBeHIINE UCCETOBAHUS
YeJIOBEKO-MalllMHHOM KOMMYHUKAIUH,
BoinosiHeHHble  JI. boxuuem,  A. I'y3man,
E. I'péccunr, E. Imukcon, A. CaaBenpoii,
I1. Cnencom, M. Kocuncku, Y. DnBapacom u

Ap.

OcnoBnast yactb (MAIN PART)

Oo03op  aumrteparypwmr  (Literature
review)

DeHOMEH YCIIELIHOCTH pedyeBoro
B3aMMOJICUCTBUS HE OJHO JIECATUIICTHE
NpUBJICKaeT BHUMAaHWE YYCHBIX. PanHue
MOJIEIM KOMMYHUKAIlUU B LIEHTP BHUMAaHHUS
MOMEIIAIN cofiepaHue cooOmIeHus,
MPOLIECCHI €0 KOAUPOBAHUS OTIPABUTENEM H
JIeKOJMpOBaHus  monydaresneM  (Shannon,
1948). Conepxanue KOPPEJIUPOBAIIO
UCKITIOYUTEIBHO C  MBICISIMH,  KOTOpBIE
HAMEPEHHO  M3Jarajuch  OTIPABUTEIEM.
OO0mMii Koj, MCIOIb30BaHHE KaueCTBEHHOI'O
KaHaja U OTCYTCTBHE IOMEX aBTOMAaTHYECKH
O3HAYAJIM  YCIEIIHBIM  HCXOA  3MIHU301a
xommyHuKkaiuu (Kunsmyxamerosa, 2006).

B TEpMUHAX
YCTIEHIHOCTH/HEYCIIEIIHOCTH U3JIaraluch
OCHOBHBIE TIPUHITUITHI TEOPUH PEYEBBIX aKTOB,
B KOTOpPOH BBICKA3bIBAaHUIO MPHUIHCHIBATACH
TpexXMepHasi, CEeMHOTHYECKH OOYyCIOBIEHHAs
CTPYKTypa, BKIIIOYaBIIasg TPAaMMaTUYECKYIO U
CHHTaKTHYECKYIO 0(hOpMIIEHHOCTh /
bopManbHYI0  SI3BIKOBYIO ~ OpraHHM3alMio
(JIOKyIIMI0), TIOJpa3yMeBaeMblii TOBOPSIIUM /
UMIUTHIIUPYEMBI  CMBICT  (WILJIOKYILIUIO) H
BEPOSTHOCTHBIM 3PQPEKT OT CKa3aHHOTO,
UMEIOIU I MECTO OBIThH B TOM
KOMMYHUKaTHBHO-CMBICTIOBOM ~ KOHTHHYYME,
KOTOpPBIH ~ OOBENUHSUI  TOBOPSAILIETO U
ciaymatomero (nepnokynur) (Octun, 1986;
Cepnb, 1986). Yenemnocts B TPA 3aBucena
oT Ooyiee MIMPOKOTrO CHEeKTpa (akTopoB, B
OCHOBHOM CBSI3aHHBIX C CHUTYyallueil OOIIeHUS
M KOHBEHIIMSIMH SI3BIKOBOTO  COOOIIECTBA:
HanpuUMep, YMECTHOCTh BBICKA3bIBAHUS WIIH
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HAJIAYME Y  TOBOPALICTO  JISTUTUMHOTO
cTaryca, JAIoUIero MpaBo U3peKaTh 4To-Ir00
(Octun, 1986; Cepis, 1986; Levinson, 1983).

[IpoGmema  Kareropu3amuy  YCJIOBUU
YCIICIITHOTO OOIIEHUS TIO0 Mepe pPa3BUTHUS
JTUHTBUCTHYECKON MparMaTuKu u
KOTHUTHUBHBIX HCCJICOBAaHUI CBS3BIBACTCS C
(akTopoM  S3BIKOBOM  BapHMAaTUBHOCTH H
koHTekcta (EpmakoBa, 3emckas, 1993),
MPUHIIUIIOM OJKOHOMHH PEYEBBIX  YCHIUH
(Horn, 2006), 0coOeHHOCTAMH MEHTAIbHOM
obpabotku uHpopmanuu (Mycraiioku, 2015;
Sperber, Wilson, 2006). Yto0bl OBITH
aJIeKBaTHO PACIIO3HAHHOM, peYb TOBOPSILETO

JNOJDKHA ~ yCTpaWBaTh  CIYIIAIOIIETO U
MPEAOCTABIISITh caMyto HEO0OXOIUMYIO
nHpopmaIuto, JIOCTATOYHYIO TSt

MHTEpIpETAllid HaMEpeHUU CyObeKTa pey.
Kontekct, BKIIOUaronuii B MepByr0 O4epenb
«MEHTaJIbHBIC MUPBDY YYaCTHUKOB,
CHOCOOCTBYET B HE MEHBILICH Mepe, 4YeM camo
BBICKa3bIBAaHUE, PACIIO3HABAHUIO HaMEpPEHUU
aapecanta (Mycraiioku, 2015). B Takom
Cllydae KOJIMYeCTBO KOMMYHHUKATUBHbBIX cOOEB
MUHUMU3HUPYETCH, a peub Oynet
pacleHuBaTbCs KakK yMecTHas
u, crenosarenbHo, ycrnemHas (Ilagyuesa,
1982; ®opmanosckas, 2007).

I'paiicnanckue ©  HeorpanCUaHCKHUE
MparMaTUyeckKue TEOPUH TaKXKe B ICHTP
CBOMX U3bICKaHUI momemanud (eHOMEeH
yerettnoctu  (Grice, 1975; Leech, 1983;
Horn, 2006; Sperber, Wilson, 1995). B
nHpepennuuonHot  mozmenn  II.  I'paiica
MOCTYIHPYETCH, 4TO CYLLECTBEHHON
O0COOEHHOCTBIO OOJBIITMHCTBA BUJIOB
YeII0OBEUECKOro OOIIeHHUs, Kak BepOalbHOTO,
TaK U HEBEPOAJILHOTO, SIBIISIETCS BHIPAKCHUE U
pacrno3HaBaHHe HaMEpEeHUU. [ToaTomy
KJIFOYEBBIM JUIsSl YCIEIIHOTO MCXofa OOIIEHUS
CTall  TPUHLHUI  AHTPOMOLEHTPUUYECKOTO

TeHe3Mca — Halu4ue y  TOBOPSILETo
JOOPOBOJIBHOTO JKEJNaHUsl CJIEAO0BaTh CEpPHU
IIparMaTuyeCcKux MpaBUI (Makcum),

oObeMHSEMBIX O0INEH cBepx3amadei —
BCEOOBEMITIOIIUM CTPEMIICHHEM YYACTHHUKOB
pEUCBOTO  B3aUMOJCUCTBUS K  OOOOIHOU
BBIFOJIe, HMHBIMH CJIOBaMH, K KOOIEPaIluU
(I'paiic, 1985; Grice, 1975). Ilpuniun

KOOIIepalliid CTaJl Ha HEKOTOpPOE Bpems
[JIaBHBIM JICTEPMUHAHTHBIM YCJIIOBUEM TIPH
pa3paboTKe KaK JKCIUIMIHMTHBIX, TaK M
UMIUTHIIATHBIX TATTEPHOB KOMMYHUKAIIUH B
noBceaHeBHOM koHTekcTe (Jlenenm, 2016;
MarBeesa u gap., 2013; Xyrtez, 2019).
[IpuHnnm  KoomepamwM  Pa3jioXUM  Ha
KOHKPETHBIC TpaBUIa — MAaKCUMBI, KOTOPHIC
Ha HayaJlbHOM JTame OBUIM  OIIHMCAHBI
COMIACHO TIOHATHUSAM KOJUYECTBA M KayecTBa,
crocoba u sicaoctu (Grice, 1975).

Opnako mozxke [IpuHIMI KooIepauu
MIPETEPIIeIT CYIeCTBEHHbIC M3MEHEeHH. TaK, K

HEOTHEMIIEMbBIM [IparMaTu4eCKumM
XapaKTepUCTUKAM OOIIEHHs] MPUYUCIACTCS
BEKJIMBOCTD. CropoHHUKHN JTAHHOU

KOHLICNILIMK  BBIABUTAIOT  JIOIOJHUTEIbHBIE
MaKCUMBbI — TaKTa, BEJIMKOLYIIUS, OJOOpEHMUS,
CKPOMHOCTH, COIJIaCUsl U CUMIIATUH, CUMUTAs,
YTO OHHU JEWUCTBYIOT KakK IpelOTBpallatoIine
KOH(JIMKTHOE KOMMYHUKAaTHBHOE I1OBE/ICHHUE
u HambOonee HPPEKTUBHBI B  YCIOBUSIX
acuMMmeTpu4HOM  kommyHukanuu  (Leech,
1983). Makcumbl BeXJIMBOCTH B Oosee
MO3AHEN MHTEPIIPETALNN Oynyt
paccmarpuBarbes Kak COCTaBJIAIOILINE
reHepaibHON cTpareruu BexxuBoctu (Leech,
Larina, 2014).

Cornacro konuemnuuu JI. Cniepbep u
. YiiicoH, B KadecTBe IIIABHOIO YCIIOBHS
YCIEIHOTO  pacno3HaBaHUs  HaMEpPEHUH,
BKJIaJIbIBAEMbIX FOBOPSIIHUM B BBICKa3bIBaHUE,
JIOJKHO paccMarpuBarbCs yCIIOBUE
INPUMEHUMOCTH WJIN pejieBaHTHOCTU. bamaHc
KaueCTBa U KOJIMYECTBA B PEUYN KOPPEIUPYET C
MaKCUMU3aluen AKCTPAJTMHTBUCTUYECKUX
(bakTOpOB W MUHMMM3aLUEH ycuiui mo eé
obpabotke (Sperber, Wilson, 1995; 2006). C
TOYKHU 3peHus UCCJIEJOBATEIIEH,
peueMBbICIUTENIbHAs CIOCOOHOCTh YeJoBEKa
ONpEAEIAETCS TEM, YTO OH INPOU3BOAUT Kak
MOKHO 0OJbllle Oonepanuii Tpu HaMMEHbIINX
KOTHUTUBHBIX 3arparax. CoOecenHUK MpH
ATOM OOpalaeT BHUMaHUEe Ha HMH(QOPMAIHIO,
KOTOpasi BakKHa JUIs HEro OOJbIle, YeM Kakasi-
mnbo apyras. Tak, MO MHEHHUIO aBTOPOB
TEOpUH, pabOTaeT Hall  KOTHUTUBHBIN
MEXaHU3M paclo3HaBaHUsS HaMEpPEHHH U uX
nepenayd B pedyeBoil nesrenbHocTH (Sperber,
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Wilson, 1995; 2006). BaxkHbIM BBIBOAOM, K
KOTOPOMY  MpPHUXOJAT  IOCTTpaiiCHaHLbI,
SIBJIIETCS. MBICIIB O TOM, YTO MPOU3HOCHMBIE
JIONbMM  BBICKA3bIBaHUS TIOpas3lo MeEHee
uH(pOpMaTUBHBI, YeM  TO, 4YTO  OHHU
HaMEpEeBAIOTCs IepeaTb € IOMOILBIO 3TUX
Bbicka3biBaHuil  (Te3uc  JMHTBUCTHYECKON
HEOIPEAEIEHHOCTH) (Makeesa, 2022).
JlpyruM BaXHBIM TE3HCOM, MPUMEHSIEMOM
aBTOpaMM HAcTOSIIEH TEOpUHM K aHaJIU3y
MOBCEIHEBHOM  KOMMYHHUKALIUU,  SIBIISIETCS
TE3UC O IPUOPUTETE PEIEBAHTHOCTU IIPU
MIPOM3BOACTBE PEUEBHIX AaKTOB. BrIpaxkeHue
HaMepeHHii B BepOaIbHONH KOMMYHUKAIUH
MIPOUCXOTUT B TOH Mepe U o0beme, KOTopas
J0CTaTOYHA JUISL pacro3HaBaHUs
cobecenurkom (Sperber, Wilson, 1995; 2006).

HccenenoBarenbCkuii Kype Ha yCUICHHE
ponu KYJIBTYPHO-HUCTOPUUYECKUX u
COLIMOKOTHUTUBHBIX (akxTopoB,
JNETEPMUHUPYIOMIUX TparMa-ceMaHTHYECKHA
IUIaH PEYeBOM JESTEIBHOCTH B  acleKTe
YCIIELTHOTO MCX0/la KOMMYHHKATHBHOTO aKTa,
TaKke  npugaer  OoJblIOE  3HAUEHUE
KaueCTBEHHO-KOJIMUECTBEHHBIM MapaMeTpam
pedeBbIX  CHUrHaNOB. B ecrecTBeHHOI
KOMMYHHUKAIIUM YEJIOBEKAa C YEJIOBEKOM JTH
napaMmeTpsl BapHATUBHEI, KaK "
MPOU3BOANMBIA  MEPIOKYTUBHBIA  d(PPexT,
peueBble aKThl — ATO YEPEAOBAHUE YCIIEXOB U
«oceuexk» (mo Ix. Octuny). Tem He MmeHee,
OHHM TIPEUMYIIECTBEHHO OcHEe(aKTHUBHBI Kak
MUHUMYM Ui OJHOTO W3 KOMMYHHUKaHTOB,
4Yero Henb3s CKa3aTb O HOBOM IPOIYKTE
MIOCTUHAYCTPUAIBHOTO  IPOCTPAHCTBA, B
KOTOPOM BO B3aMMOJIECTBHE PEUEBOIO IUIaHA
BOBJICYCHBI YEJIOBEK M MAIIMHA, U YCHEIIHBIH
UCXOJ WX WHTEpaKUuu Jalleko He Bcernaa
rapaHTUPOBaH.

B paborax, HAaIlEJIEHHBIX Ha
YCTaHOBJICHHE (DAKTOPOB YCIEIIHOCTH H
JIOBEpUS, KOTOpbIE UTPAIOT BaXXHYIO POJIb B
MOJIENSIX ~ KOMMYHUKAIIMM ~ «YEJIOBEK  —
UCKYCCTBEHHBI HWHTEIJIEKT», YKa3bIBaeTcs,
YTO MallMHA BUAWTCS KaK BHYIIAIOIIMA
JoBepre M Oojiee  TMPHUBIEKATEIHHBINA
cobeceqHUK B TeX clyyasX, KOrjga OHa
J€MOHCTPHUPYET aHTPONIOMOP(HBIE MPU3HAKH,
CpPEIN KOTOPBIX BBIAEISAIOTCS YEIOBEYHOCTb,

SMIATUs, CIHOCOOHOCTh  KOHCTPYHMPOBATh
MOPaTbHO-ITUYECKHE OTHOIICHHUS W 3MOIIHH,
MIPOAYIIUPOBATh OMOD, PHU3HAKU
uneHtudukanmu — romoc, umsa U T (Kim,
Sundar, 2012; Rapp, Curti, 2021). C no3uruu
YCTIEIHOCTH KOMMYHHKAIIMH TIOJTh30BATEIH
MOJIOKUTEIIBHO OIEHUBAIOT yMeHHe ['A scHO
U TIPO3PAYHO M3JIaraTh MBICIH, TAKKE BAYKHBI
HAJE)KHOCTh u HEIOCPEACTBEHHOCTh
(Glikson,  Wooley, 2020). CHixenue
COIIMAJILHOM  TPEBOXKHOCTH B  KOHTCKCTE
MapacoIHaIbHBIX CBsI3el (TIOAMEHBI TapTHEPA
o KOMMYHHUKAITUH poboTtom u
MPUBSI3aHHOCTHIO K MOCJICTHEMY)
omnpeesaeTcss THIOM rojnoca I'A, creneHbio
ero ecrectBennoctu (Jain, Kumar, 2025).

OO6menue B KOHTEKCTE
npodeccHoHaIBHOTO B3aMMOJICHCTBUS
npelycMaTpuBaeT Y4eT HECKOIbKO HHBIX
MPUHIATIOB. Taxk, HCCJICIOBaHUS
MICUXOTEPAIEBTUYECKOTO JUCKYpCa,
paccMaTpuBaeMOro  Kak  pa3sHOBHIHOCTH
MEIUIIMHCKOTO BBICTPanBaIOT MOJIEIb
MHCTUTYLIHOHAJIBHOTO oO1eHus,

OCHOBaHHOTO Ha CTparerusx BeAYILEro
YYaCTHHKA JUCKypca — MpPOoeCcCHOHATEHOTO
ncuxonora u  ncuxorepaneBra (CymuHa,
2017). K HuUM OTHOCATCS WHTEpHIpeTaTuBHas,
opraHusymoomas 1 OOBICHSAIONIAs CTpaTeruy,
KOTOpbIE HCIONB3YIOTCS JUIsl  peanu3aliu
3ajjad JAHHOTO THUIAa WHCTUTYLHOHAJIBHOIO
oOLIeHus::  MOMOYb  KJIHMEHTYy  o0pecTH
YBEpEHHOCTh B cebe, CaMOCTOSTENbHOCTD,
CTaTh Oonee () 18:(0)7¢ JUYHOCTBIO.
Otmeuaercs, 4TO B JUajiore ICUXOTepaneBTa
C KIMEHTOM CJIOBO 00nagaer  0coOoi
3HAYMMOCTBIO U IPUPABHUBACTCS K JIEHCTBHIO
(Cymuna, 2017). Hecmorps Ha
CYIIIECTBEHHbIE OTIINYHS JCKypca
npodeccHOHAIIbHOTO  MICUXOTepamneBTa  OT
JMCKYypca psI0BOTO HOCUTENS s3bIKa, 00Iue
parMaTHYecKue npaBuia TaKkKe
HKCTPANONUPYIOTCS ~ Ha  B3aUMOJEHCTBHE
YYaCTHHKOB, TIOCKOJIbKY areHTy BaKHO
MIOMEHATh  (parMeHT KapTUHBI MHpa B
CO3HAHWU  PEUUNHNEHTa, HM3MEHHTh  €ro
neHHocTHele opueHTauuu (bymes, 1999;
I'punéra, 2018).
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[IparmManuHrBUCTUYECKUE M3BICKAHUA,
u3ydaromue crnocobnocts MU cumthIBaTH
CKPBITbIE 3HAUEHUSI U BBIBOIUTH UX U3
KOHTEKCTa, TakKXe IMOoKa3pIBalT, urto MU
HAuUMHAET JieJaTh BHIBOJBI O HAMEPEHUSIX
HE3aBUCHUMO OT 53MOLMOHAJIBHOIO OIIbITA,
coOupasi BOEIMHO MPaBA0NOJ00HBIE CKPBITHIE
3HauYeHUs M3 MaTTepHOB B AaHHBIX (Boji¢ et
al., 2025). B »3TOoM pycie BBIIOJIHEHO
HCCIIEOBaHKE
JL boxxuua w  gp., B KOTOpPOM
yCTaHAaBIIMBaJach BO3MOYKHOCTh u
cnocoOHocTh Bepcuu yara GPT-4 cuuThiBaTh
MparMaTuKy BbICKAa3bIBAHUH B JUATOTHYECKOM
OOIICHUH U pearupoBarh COTNIACHO MPUHSATHIM
B OOmIECTBE  KOHBEHIUSIM,  YYHUTHIBATH
KOHTEKCT  BBICKAa3bIBAaHUW,  HMILIHKATYpPHI,
CKPBITBIE CMBICIBI, MOHUMAarh IoMop. Kak
MOKa3bIBa€T UCCIIEJIOBAaHHUE, YMEHHE dara
GPT-4 yunthiBaTh MparMaTrudeckoe 3HaYeHUE
BBICKa3bIBaHHE OBUIO OIICHEHO [aXke BBIIIE,
9YeM CTIOCOOHOCTh OOJIBIIMHCTBA YYAaCTHHUKOB
skcniepumenTta. «The findings indeed reject
the Hypotheses, signifying the superior ability
of LLMs in simulating linguistic pragmatics
understanding when compared to the human
subjects. On a note of progression, GPT-4
demonstrated an impressive leap in
interpretation accuracy from its preceding
versions. The results indicate a promising
future for LLMs in linguistic pragmatics
interpretation»  (ITomy4yeHHBIE — pe3yabTATHI
JNEHUCTBUTEIBHO ONPOBEPrarOT TUIIOTE3BI, YTO
CBUJIETEIBCTBYET O mpeBocxoiactse LLM B
MOJIETTUPOBAHUH MTOHUMAaHUS
JIUHTBUCTUYECKOM MparMaTuku o
CPaBHEHHUIO C HCHOBITYEMBIMU-TIOABMU. UYTO
Kacaercs nporpecca, GPT-4
MIPOJEMOHCTPUPOBAJT BIEUATIISIIOUIUN CKauOK
B TOYHOCTU MHTEPIIPETALNU IO CPABHEHMIO C
npeablaymuMu  BepcusiMu.  [lonmydenHsie
pe3yibTaThl YKa3bIBalOT HA MHOTOOO0EIIA0IIEe
Oyayiiee OONBIIMX SI3BIKOBBIX MOJEIEH B
o0nacTi  JMHTBUCTUYECKOM  IMParMaTuKH)
(Boji¢ et al., 2025: 7).

Wrak, Ha [aHHOM »JTame pa3BUTHUA
KOMMYHHMKaTUBHOM HayKU HCCIEIOBATEIU B
OCHOBHOM COCPEIOTOYEHbI Ha CIEAYIOUINX
aKTyaJTbHBIX TeMax: KaK JOAN

BOCHPUHHUMAIOT 4Yar-00Ta € TOYKU 3PEHUA
VAOBIETBOPEHHOCTH,  BOBJICUYECHHOCTH |
nosepus (Jain, Kumar, 2025); npuHAMAIOT JIK
OHH U TIOYEMY HCIONB3YIOT 3Ty TEXHOJIOTUIO
(Saavedra, 2026); HACKOJIBKO OHH
smoroHanbHo BorieueHsl (Glikson, Wooley,
2020); kakue HEJOCTaTKH MOXKHO HaOJoAaTh
B pa3roBopax deJIOBeKa ¢  4ar-00ToM
(Codreanu, 2026); Kak 4ar-00T
BOCIIPUHUMAETCS. C TOYKH 3pEHUSI €ro
gyenoBeunoctn (Glikson, 2020); a Ttakke
BOCTpeOOBaH CpPaBHUTEIbHBIN acCIeKT
KOOIIepaluy 4YejioBeka ¢ 4venmoBekoMm / ¢ MU
(Ucnamos, CasenbeBa, 2025; Boji¢ et al.,
2025; Kim, Sundar, 2012). Kak Buaum,
MaJION3Y4YCHHOH 00JIaCThIO BCE CIIE SIBIISCTCS
OoenedaktuBHOCTE [A B mparmaruyeckoM
pa3pe3e: yMEHHE HaJQJUTh KOOIEPAIHIO H
coOIronarh TIPUHITUTIBI oO0LIeHUS B
COOTBETCTBUU C KOHBEHIIUSMH YEIIOBEUECKOTO
KOMBIOHHUTH.

Marepuanst u meroasl (METHODS
AND MATERIALYS)

JInst mpoBeieHHsT MCCIIEOBAHUS OBbLIN
HUCIIOJIB30BAHbI METOAbI COIIOCTABUTCIIBHOT'O

aHaju3a, IparMaTHYecKoro aHammn3a
JUCKYypca U MOJIEIIUPOBAHUS.
Marepuanom UCCIIEJOBAHHUS

MOCTYXHJTM  OOpaIlleHus1 TOoJb30BaTeNel |
OTBETHl  TICHXOJIOTOB, pa3MEIlIeHHbIE Ha
Pa3INYHBIX TICUXOJIOTUYCCKUX CaﬁTaX,
dbopyMax u mopTasiax, OpUEHTUPOBAHHBIX Ha
HUHTAMHO-JIAYHOCTHBIN AUaJIor, a TakKXxe
CreHepupoBaHHbBIE OTBeTHI [A Ha Te ke
oOparreHusl.

HcTounnkom marepuana cTalid BOCEMb

caiToB OecmuiarHoOl TICUXO0JIOTHYECKOM
OIS PIKKH: MICUXOJOTHYECKHM bopym
(b17.ru);  mopram = «3mpaBBIi  CMBICI»

(zdravyismysl.ru); mopran  WOMAN.RU
(woman.ru); moptan «Jlpy3ss IcuxoaHaanuza»
(psy-therapist.ru); mopran «Ilcuxonorus-03»
(psi03.ru); mopran PSYERA (psyera.ru);
UHTEpHET-(HOpyM «IIcuxonorus u
camopaszButre»  (cyberforum.ru); moprain
«[1ICUX UHDO» (psyh.info).

s (dhopMupoBaHus
penpe3eHTaTUBHOIO KOpITyca JaHHBIX OTOOp

HAYYHBIX PE3YJ/IBTAT. BOITPOCHI TEOPETUYECKO! Y MPUKJIAZJHOW JIMHTBUCTUKH
RESEARCH RESULT. THEORETICAL AND APPLIED LINGUISTICS



Research result. Theoretical and Applied Linguistics, 12 (3). 2026

f\ HUY HayuHnulii pesyrbmam. Bonpocel meopemuyeckotl u npukaadHoii aunzeucmuxu. T. 12, Ne3 2026 153
% benry

CalTOB M COOOIICHUH OCYIIECTBISIICS 10
JBYyM  KpPUTEpHsIM,  HANpaBJICHHBIM  Ha
obOecreueHue BAJTMHOCTH
COMOCTABUTEIBHOTO aHalu3a. Bo-mepBbIX,
mom0op IUIONMIAJIOK OCHOBBIBAJICS Ha HX
BBICOKOW TOCEIIAeMOCTH U IIUTUPYEMOCTH B
PYCCKOSI3BIYHOM CETMEHTE HWHTEpPHETa, YTO
MOJTBEPKIACTCS JTAHHBIMU OTKPBITBIX BeO-
aHAJIMTHYCCKUX CEpBUCOB (Hampumep, bel.ru
Ha MOMEHT cOOpa JaHHBIX ), & TAKIKE YaCTOTOM
YIOMHHAHUH B PO UITBHBIX
IICHXOJIOTHYECKUX U OOIIECCTBECHHBIX MEIHA.
OTH TOpTaIbl  SBISIOTCS  KPYIMHEHITUMU
OTKPBITBIMU ~ arperaropamu  BOIIPOCOB K
MICUX0JI0TaM, 4YTO OOECIEYMBACT IIUPOKUN
CHEKTp 3ampoCOB U JIETAET WX PEJICBAaHTHOU
SMITUPUYECKOM 0azoil I W3y4YeHUs
JICKypca MCUXO0JIOTHYECKON noaaepx k. Bo-
BTOPBIX, TOAOOHBIC JaHHBIC IO3BOJISIOT
CMOJIEJINPOBATh Hauboee
paclpoOCTPaHEHHYIO TMPAKTUKY TOTYYCHHUS
MOMOIIM ¥ OLEHUTHh CTENEHb YCIEIIHOCTH
aKTa OOIIEHHS MAacCOBOIO IIOIL30BaTEIA C
[1IT na unrepuer-hopyme.

Cnenyer mog4epKHYTb, YTO PEUTHHIU
TICUXOJIOTOB Ha MOJOOHBIX TIaT(GOpMax 4acTo
OCHOBaHBbI Ha KOJHMYECTBE OJaromapHocTei
WU 3aBEPIICHHBIX KOHCYIbTAllUM U HE
SIBIISTFOTCST 0OBEKTUBHBLIM IokKasarejaeM
KayecTBa HUX BepOaJIbHOM Koomepaluud B
pamMKax MHCbMEHHOTO (OPYMHOTO OTBETa M
MOTYT HCKaXaTb BBIOOPKY B  CTOpPOHY
MOMYIISIPHBIX, a He OoJiee KOOMEPaTUBHBIX H
SMIIATUYHBIX aBTOPOB. B CBSI3M ¢ 3TUM, MBI
CO3HATeIbHO OTKA3aIHCh OT (PUIBTPAIlUU TIO
PEUTHHTY U MCTIOIB30BAJIM MIPUEM CIUIOLTHOM
BbIOOpKHU. Takol MOAXOJ MO3BOJISET BIIMCATh

paspabarpiBaeMyr0  Moaenb B cdepy
HCCIIEIOBAaHMI [MOBCETHEBHOM
KOMMYHUKAIHH, NPUMEHSISI  TTPUHITUIIBI
KOOTIEpAallud W BEXKIMBOCTH B KauecTBe
KPUTEPHEB JIJIsl aHaM3a, YTO COOTBETCTBYET
3aJjauaM HACTOSIIETO UCCIICIOBAHUS.

[lepBbIM MmIArOM WCCIIEIOBAHHUS CTAJIO

dbopmupoBanue KopIyca oOpareHui
nosib3oBarenieil. Hamu  Obutm  oTOOpaHBI
peaJibHbIE oOpareHus (xeichI)

noJib30Baresnieil ¢ POpyMOB MCUXOIOTHYECKOM
MOJJIEPKKHU B KonmyecTBe 83 equuuil (N=83),
colepiKallue  3ampockl O  IOMOIIM B
CUTYyaIlUsIX TICHUXOJIOTUYECKOTO JIUCTpecca.
beutn Taxke cobpanbl orBethl III1 Ha 3TH
oOpaiteHus B pamkax dopymHOTO
obcyxknenus, a ¢ mnomompbio ['A «Amucay
OBUTH CTCHEpUPOBAHBI OTBETHI HAa TE IKE
oOpareHusl.

Bropeim marom crama paspaboTka
WHCTPYMEHTA aHanm3a — co3liaHa
KOIIMpOBOYHasi aHkera (cm. Tabmumy 1),
BKJIIOYAOIIas JBa OJIOKa: KOMMYHHUKAaTHBHO-
MparMaTu4ecKue XapaKTePUCTHKH  OTBETA
(coOmromeHne MakCHMM) M CEH3UTUBHBIC
(OlIeHOYHBIC/ TUCTIO3UTHBHBIE/TICUXOJIOTUIECK
Me) XapakTepUCTUKU KOMMYHHUKallUd B
CUTYaIuu TICUXOJIOTUICCKON
TpaBMbI/HECTAOUITHHOCTH.

Kaxnapiit 6ok umeer mapamerpsl Al,
A2 wu t1.a KadecTBeHHas peanu3anus
napamerpa oneHuBanack mo mkaie 0-1-2; roe
0 — mnapamerp B otBere IIII / TA He
peaanu30oBaH BOBCE, JTMOO pean30BaH clado;
1 — mapamerp B otsete IIIl / TA peanuzoBan
cpenHe; 2 — mnapamerp B otBere [IIT /
I'A peanu3oBaH NOJHOCTHIO.

Tadoauua 1. KommyHuKaTuBHO-TIparmMaruueckas ankera Juist ananusza orsetoB [T u ['A
Table 1. Communicative-pragmatic questionnaire for analyzing the responses of PP and VA

BJIOK A. KOMMYHUKATUBHO-ITIPATMATUYECKHUE XAPAKTEPUCTUKU

OTBETA

MakcuMa KOJIHYecTBA
(mkana ouenkn 0-1-2)

Al 1. KomuyecTBO CII0B

UMIUTALIUTHON OLICHKE?

2. CoOoTBeTCTBYET J1 00BbEM U JIeTANIN3allMs OTBETA 3arpocy?
3. Her i nHpOpMAITMOHHON N30BITOYHOCTH WIIM HEJJOCTATOYHOCTH TIPH
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Makcuma kayecTBa
(mkasa ouenku 0-1-2)
A2 1. Hackonbko oTBeT 000CHOBaH?
2. HVcnonmb3yroTest JIn MapKephl BEPOSITHOCTH?
3. Her 11 HENMpOBEpPEHHBIX YTBEPKACHUN?
MakcuMa oTHOIIEHHSI (PeJIeBAHTHOCTH)
A3 (mkana ouenku 0-1-2)
1. PerneBaHTEH M OTBET KOHKPETHOMY 3aIIpoCy / TIOIb30BaTEIIO?
2. COOTBETCTBYET JIM HAIPABJICHHOCTh U TUIl PEAKLIUHU MOTPEOHOCTSM NOIH30BATENS ?
Makcuma cnocoda (SCHOCTH)
(mkana ouenku 0-1-2)
Ad 1. Hupekc ynobounraemoctu (automated readability index)
2. Slcen mu otBet?
3. Xopo1Io Jiu CTPYKTYpUPOBaH?
4. VIMerTcs I UMILUTMKATYPbI?
BJIOK b. CEH3UTUBHBIE XAPAKTEPUCTUKHU OTBETA
Cruib 001eHus / TaKT
(mkaja ouenku 0-1-2)
b1 1. dopmanbHsii / HeGOpMaTHHBIHI
2. oOpaieHue 1Mo UMEHU: Ja / HeT
3. yder Bo3pacTa, 1oJjia M COIMAILHOTO cTaryca / mpodeccuu
YpoBeHb dMnIaTHH
) (mkana ouenku 0-1-2)
1. xoruutuBHas SMmnatTus (MOHUMaHUE CUTYAIIH )
2. addexruBHas smnarus (pazaeneHne TyBCTB)
Banupanus 4yBcTB (corjiacue ¢ UX MPaBoM Ha CylIeCTBOBAHUE)
(mkana ouenku 0-1-2)
B3 1. ectb/Her
2. obmas (mpu3HaHUE OOIIETO MOJOKEHUS JIeI)
3. KOHKpeTHas (MpU3HaHHWE KOHKPETHOTO YyBCTBA)
Brigenennsie apaMeTpsl MaKCUMBI 3QJIal0T paMKHA aHajau3a, TJe
OTIPEIeTISIOTCS CIIEYIOLUMHU Tpemst YEeJIOBEUECKHI OTBET CIYKUT pe(epeHCHBIM
(dakropamu. Bo-niepBhIx, HEOOXOAMMO STAJIOHOM KOOIIEpaluu, a OTKIOHeHus [A

BBIIBUTH KOHTPACT MCKAY KOJIMYCCTBCHHBIMU

MOJTy4YaroT MparMaTu4ecKyro

xapakrtepuctukamu orsetoB IIII u TA. XapaKTEepUCTUKY; (3) OHM MO3BOJISIOT OTOWTH
OTtmeTnM, 4YTO  yKa3aHHbBIE IapaMeTphl OT OOLIMX YTBEPKACHUH K TOCTPOEHUIO
OoTOOpaHbl Ha OCHOBE HPEABAPUTEIHHOIO LIEJIOCTHOM IIparMaTuyecKon MOJIEIIH,
a”Hajan3a nepen CO3JaHuEM AHKETBHI. OOBICHSIONIEH, KaK M HACKOJBLKO OTBEeT TA
Hanpumep, TI'A  cucremarnuyecku  gaer MOXeET OBITh CMEIIEH OTHOCUTENBHO YCIOBHIM
130bITOYHYIO nHpopmaruio, HapyIast YCHELHOTr0 HHTUMHO-TMYHOCTHOTO JHaJIOTa.
MakCUMy  KOJIMYECTBA, YEM 3aTpyAHSIET B-Ttperbux, conepxkanue bioka b
BOCIIpUATHE €€ Toyib3oBaresieM (Al). 00BsCHSIETCS XapakTepoM WHTUMHO-

Bo-Bropsix, makcumsl I1. I'paiica Obutn JIMYHOCTHOTO OOIIIEHUS. 910 pan
n30paHbl HAMH B Ka4e€CTBE aHAJIUTHYECKOTO 0COOEHHOCTEH, Kaxk/aas U3 KOTOPBIX Tpedyer
MHCTPYMEHTA MO cieayoumM npuauaaMm: (1) OTIENBHOTO  M3MEPHUTEIBHOIO  IapamMerpa.
OHM 00€ecreyrBalOT KOMIAKTHOE OIMCAaHHE Tak, oXkujgaeTcsi HHANBUAYAIbHBIN MOIX0A U
CIIO)KHOTO OOBEKTa, MOKpPbIBas BECb MAaCCHB CTHJIb o01IeHus qepes, HanpuMep,
SMIUPUYECKUX TapaMeTpoB aHKeThl; (2) obOpamenue 1o wumenu (bl); Bbicokas
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3HAYMMOCTh  OTBOJUTCS  SMOILIMOHAIBHOMY
OTKIMKY C (QuKcanuueli Ha  PeaKiHio
co0eceHUKa Ha AMOLIMOHAIBHOCTh
coobmenus (b2); monp3oBarento / KIMEHTY
HeoOXoquMa MOTPEOHOCTh B MPUHATUU U
MMOHMMAHHUU €TO YyBCTB, IPU3HAHUY TIPaBa HA
nepexxuBanus (b3).

Jlns ouenku otBeroB IIIT m I'A Obuta
chopMupoBaHa TpyIina 3KCIEPTOB U3 IIECTU
PECIIOHJICHTOB — COTPYIHHUKOB Kadeapbl
WHOCTPAHHBIX S3bIKOB, HMMEIOIIMX BBICIICE
JUHTBUCTUYECKOE O0Opa3oBaHWE U  OIBIT
paboThl ¢ Tekctamu B Bo3pacte oT 20 mo 25
JIET, YTO COOTBETCTBYET LIEJICBOM ayIUTOPUH
10JIb30BaTelNeil TOIOCOBBIX ACCUCTEHTOB.

Kaxprii IKCIIEPT paboTai
WHIUBUAYAIbHO, HE OOCYyXKIas marepuan c
koyuteramu. Ilepen Hauanom paboOThI BceM
JKcmepTaM Oblla MPEeJoCTaBlieHA eAMHAs
MHCTPYKLUS (cm. IIpunoxenue 1),
BKJTIOYAIOIIIAS: OIHCaHUe MaTepHualos,
npaBwia TpexOawpHOW mmikaiel  (0-1-2),
MOSICHEHUS K KaKJoMy napaMmeTpy biioka A u
brnoka B, a Takke mOpSAIOK pPabOTHI C
keiicamu. Kaxaplii sKcmepT OIEHUI BCe
Kelicel o cemu napamerpam (Al1-A4, b1-53)
s 1Byx TunoB otBeToB (I1IT u T'A).

Hns MIPOBEPKH COITIaCOBaHHOCTH
MHEHUH  JKCHEpTOB  OBIT  paccyuTaH
kodpunment konkopaanuu Kenmamma (W).
Koaddunment paccuuTsiBancss OTAENbHO IS
KOKJIOTO Keiica M KaxJoro mapamerpa.
3nayerre W  HMHTEpIPETHUPOBANIOCH IO
crangaptHod mkane: W < 0,3 — Huzkas
cormacoBaHHocth; 03 < W < 0,5 -
ymepennas; 0,5 < W < 0,7 — Beicokasi; W >
0,7 — od4eHb BBICOKAs COIIACOBAHHOCTb.
[Tomyuennbie 3HaYeHWs W HaxXoAsaTCS B
muanazone 0,52-0,78 (B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT
Keiica M mapameTpa), 4TO MO3BOJISIET CUUTATh
COTJIACOBAHHOCTh  JKCIIEPTOB  JTOCTATOYHOM
JUTSI MICTIOJIB30BAHMS YCPEAHEHHBIX OIICHOK B
JaJbHEUIIIeM aHaIu3e.

Crnenyer OTMETUTb, YTO BBICOKMH
YPOBEHb COTJIACOBAHHOCTH IO OOJBIIMHCTBY
mapameTpoB (ocobenno Al, A4, bl, B3)
OOBSICHSIETCSI  TIPO3PAYHOCTHIO  KPUTEPUEB
AQHKETHl ¥ OJJTHO3HAYHOCTHIO TEKCTOB OTBETOB.
Haumenbinas COTTIACOBAHHOCTh

3adukcupoBaHa mo mnapamerpy b2 (ypoBeHb
AMIMATHH), rae OLICHKU JKCIIEPTOB
BapbUPOBAINCh, B aAuanazone 0-2, 4TO
OTpPaXKaeT CIOKHOCTh OOBEKTUBHOW OIICHKH

ahhexTuBHOU SMITIaTUU KaK
ncuxoiorndeckoro  ¢eHomena.  JlanHoe
pacxokacHue YYUTHIBAIOCH npu

MHTEpHpEeTallud  pe3ylbTaroB: s b2 B
CIOPHBIX CITy4asiX HMCIOJIb30Bajach MEIHaHa,
a He cpe/iHee apu(MEeTHIEeCKOe 3HAYCHHE.

[Ipexne yeM MepenTn K
HHTCpHpCTallun OMITUPUYCCKHUX JaHHBbIX,
HE00X0MMO MIPOSICHUTH HAIIly

METOAOJIOTMYECKYIO MO3UIHMIO OTHOCUTEIBHO
MCIIOJIb30BaHMs KJIACCUYECKHUX
nparmarndyeckux npuHomnos I I1. I'paiica n
JIx. Jluua B KauecTBe AHAIUTHYECKOTO
MHCTpyMeHTa i1 oueHku orsetoB [III.

JleficTBUTEINBHO, TeparneBTHYCCKas
KOMMYHUKaIMst ~ o0Jagaer  COOCTBEHHOM
nparMaTuveckoil  crenudukoil,  KoTopas

MOXET CYIIECTBEHHO OTJIMYAThCSI OT HOPM
MOBCEHEBHOTO OOIICHUsS, HAa Marepuaie
KOTOPOTO OBLIH C(HOPMYITUPOBAHBI MaKCHMBI
koornepauun u BexauBoctu (Grice, 1975;
Leech, 1983).

[TpodeccronanbHbIM
MICUXOTEPAIeBTUYECKUN  JUCKYPC  HEPEIKO
CTPOMTCS Ha IMPHUHLUIAX, KOTOPbIE C TOYKH
3peHHsT OOBICHHOW KOMMYHUKAI[MH MOTYT

BBIIVIAZACTh KAk  HApYLICHUS  MaKCHUM.
K umeny  Ttakux — mpodeccruoHanbHbBIX
cTparerui OTHOCSTCS: HaMEpEHHOE
YMOJYaHUE, yXOA OT IPsAMOrO OTBETA,
[IPOBOKATUBHBIE  BOIIPOCHI, a  TaKxe

UCIIOJIb30BaHUE May3 M mepedpasupoBaHuUi,
HalpaBJIEHHBIX Ha «3alyck» peQIIeKCUBHBIX
nporieccoB y kiuenta (Levitt et al., 2015). B
IPOCTPAHCTBE TEPareBTUUYECKOrO KaOMHETa,
rIe MeXJIy KIMEeHTOM U  TepareBTOM
CYLIECTBYET  JOBEPUTEIBHBIM  KOHTPAKT,
3aKperyieHa npodeccroHanbHas
OTBETCTBEHHOCTH CIIELUAINCTA U obecreueHa
BO3MOKHOCTh HEMEJIEHHOW 00paTHOi CBA3H,

yKa3aHHbIE CTpaTeruu cITyXKar
MHCTPYMEHTAMHU JOCTHKEHUS
TepaneBTUYECKOro P QeKTa.

Onuako 00BEKTOM HACTOSIIETO

HUCCJIICAOBAHUS BBICTYNIACT HE CECCHUOHHBIN
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TEparneBTUYECKUN JAHajor, a MyOIHYHBIHA
(OpYMHBIN OTBET TICHXOJIOTa, KOTOPBIM IIO
CBOMM  KOMMYHHMKaTHBHO-IIParMaTuyeCcKuM
rapaMeTrpaM CYHIECTBEHHO OTJIMYAeTCs OT
KaOMHETHOW KOHCYJbTAIlMW. Takod OTBET
aZpecoBaH HE KOHKPETHOMY KIIMEHTY, C
KOTOPbIM  YCTAHOBJIEHBl  JOJTOCPOYHBIE
OTHOILIEHUSI, 2 AHOHMMHOMY I10JIb30BaTelO,
3a4acTyl0 HaxoAsIIeMycs B  KPU3HCHOM
COCTOSIHUM U OXHUAAIONIEMY CHIOMHUHYTHOMN
MOAJIEPKKU, a HE JUIMTENIBHOrO aHaiu3a. B
3TOM KOHTeKkcTe Makcumbl I1. I'paiica u JIxk.
JInya BBINONHAIOT B HAlIEM HCCIEI0BAaHUU
POJIb 3BPUCTUUYECKOTO MHCTPYMEHTA, KOTOPBIi
MO3BOJIAET 3a(UKCHUPOBATh, HACKOJIBKO OTBET
Il wumu TA npubnuxeH K  YCIOBUSM
3¢ hexkTUBHOTO BOCITPUSATHS B
HEUHCTUTYIIUOHAIIBHOM ¥ SMOIMOHAIBHO
HaIpsHKEHHOM Jiajiore. Mpl HCHONIb3yeM HX
HE Kak HOpPMAaTHBHBIC MPEANHCAHUS O TOM,
KaK JIOJDKEH TOBOPUTH TEpAreBT B KaOUHETE, a
Kak WHIUKATOPbI KOMMYHHUKaTUBHOTO
koMdopTa ans aapecara, KOTOPBIA SBISETCS
PAIOBBIM IOJIB30BATENEM, OOpaTUBLIMMCS 3a
MTOMOILIbIO B OTKpPBITOE uppoBoe
IIPOCTPAHCTBO.

Orcrona cneayeT BaKHOE YTOUYHEHHUE:
HU3Kue Oasibl, 3a)UKCUPOBAHHBIE Y OTBETOB
I[III mo psay mnapaMmeTpoB, HE SBISIOTCSA
ATUYECKON WM MPOQPECCHOHATHFHON OIICHKON
WX KOMIETeHIuU. HampoTuB, BBISBICHHBIC
HaMHU pAacXOXJECHHUS OTPaKaloT >KaHPOBO-
KOMMYHHUKATUBHBIE OTpaHUYECHUS] (OPYMHOTO
dbopmara, B KOTOpoM TpodeccHoHaIbHbBIC

cTpareruu paboThI c KJIIUEHTOM,
a¢dexTuBHBIE B KAaOWHETHBIX  YCJIOBHSIX,
OKa3bIBAIOTCS parMaTu4ecku
HepeaTn30BaHHBIMU Ui ajpecara,

HaXOJIAIET0Cs B COCTOSHUU AMOLIMOHAIBHOTO
nuctpecca. [lomp3oBarenb, oOpamasch Ha
¢dbopyM, B OONBIIMHCTBE CIIYy4aeB OXKUIAET

KOHKPETHOM, CTPYKTYPHPOBAaHHOM 51
Oe30TnarareIbHOM  TOAJEPKKH,  OJHAKO
TOJTyYaeT AHAJTUTHYECKU I OTBET,
OPUEHTUPOBaHHbIN  Ha  peduekcuro
JOJATOCPOUHYI0 ~ paboTy,  UYTO  CO3JaeT
IIparMaTuyeCcKuin paspbiB MEXIY

OKHJIAHUSIMH ~ aJpecara W  PeajbHOCTHIO
otsera III1.

B cBoro ouepenb, BbICOKHE Oallibl,
KOTOpble AeMOHCTpupyeT ['A, He nenaroT ero
O6onee d(PQexkTUBHBIM  TEpameBTOM. ITH
OLICHKM CBMJIETEJIIBCTBYIOT O TOM, uto [A
CUMYJIUPYET KOOIIEPAaTUBHYIO MOJEIb
OOIIeHUsI, KOTOpas BHEIIHE COOTBETCTBYET
OKUIAHUSAM II0JIB30BATENS, JEMOHCTPHUPYS
«IIOHUMaHHE» U «couyBCcTBUEY». OHAKO, Kak
IIOKa3bIBAIOT PE3YJbTAaTbl, B YCTHOM KaHaje
KOMMYHMKAIIUM 3Ta K€ MOZEIb OKa3bIBAETCs
HECOCTOATEJIBHOM M3-3a M30BITOYHOM AJIMHBI
U MOHOJIOTUYHOCTH OTBETA, YTO JEJAeT €ro
TPYAHBIM JUIsl BOCIIPUATHS.

Takum 00pa3om, MpPUMEHEHHE MaKCUM
I'paiica u JIuua B HacTOALIEM HCCIIEIOBAHUU
HE CTaBUT CBOEHW 3aJadell  U3MEpUTh
npodeccuonanusM I wnmm noxsanuts [A.
HampotuB, wumenno Huszkue Oamner 111
KOCBEHHO IOATBEPKIAIOT ux
npo(ecCHOHANbHYI0  IOATOTOBKY,  OJIHAKO
JEMOHCTPUPYIOT, YTO B YCIOBUAX (OPYMHOM
KOMMYHHKaIUH, JIUIIEHHOM
TEPaNeBTUYECKOIO  KOHTPAKTa,  JAaHHBIE
CTpaTeruu TEPSIOT CBOIO 3((EKTUBHOCTS.
Mpl CTPEMUMCS BBISIBUTH
paccormacoBaHHOCTb MEXIY OXUIAAHUSIMU
II0JIb30BaTENsA, JKaHPOBBIMU OIPAaHUYCHUSIMU
(GOpyMHON KOMMYHUKALIUM, apXUTEKTYpOu
oreera ['A n xananmoMm ero nepenauu. MimenHo
TaKOW TMOAXOJ] TTO3BOJISIET TIEPEHUTH OT OOITUX
YTBEPKACHUNM O IOJIE3HOCTU WIA BPEIHOCTH
NH-texHomoruit K TIOCTPOEHUIO
[IParMaTuyecKOd MOZENH, YYUTHIBAIOIIECH HE
TOJILKO  COAEpXkKaHMe, HO U  YCJIOBHUS
BOCIPUATHSA BBICKAa3bIBAaHHUA B KPU3UCHOU
CUTYaI1H.

s IIPOBEPKHU CTaTUCTUYECKOU
3HAYUMOCTH PA3NUYUN Mexay oueHkamu 1111
u I'A Obu1 npuMeHeH t-kputepuilt CTblofieHTa
JUIsl 3aBUCUMBIX BBIOOpOK (paired samples t-
test). BbiOop naHHOrO Kputepus oOycliOBIIEH
TeM, 4YTO KaXIbId OKCIEPT OLEHHUBAI 00a
OTBETA HAa OAWH U TOT XK€ KEHC, YTO CO37acT
napHeie HaOmofeHus. Pacuer mpowm3Bommiics
B nporpamme SPSS (Analyze — Compare
Means — Paired-Samples T Test). Yposenb
CTaTUCTUYECKON 3HAaYUMOCTHU ObL1
YCTaHOBJIEH Ha ypoBHe p < 0,05.
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Pesynbrarel: CTaTUCTUYECKH 3HAUYUMbIC
pazmaus (p < 0,05) mexny IIIT u T'A 6putH

BBISBJICHBI 110 CICIYIOIIMM Mapamerpam (CM.
Tabnuiy 2):

Tadmmua 2. CpaBHenue MeauaHHbIXx oneHok orBetoB IIII m A um pesymbrarsl t-kputepus

CTBI-O,I[GHTa JJIs1 3aBUCHUMBIX BBI60pOK

Table 2. Comparison of median scores for PP and VA responses and results of the paired samples

t-test

ITapametp / Mennana I Meanana I'A t-kpuTepuii | P-3HaAYEHHE Yposenn

pamerp (Md)/PP | (Md)/VA |-puTePHIID 3uaguMocTH /
Parameter . . / t-value / p-value s
Median Median Significance

Al. Makcuma
xosmmuectsa / Maxim of’ 1 —3,21 0,018 p <0,05*
Quantity
A2. Makcuma kKauecTBa
/ Maxim of Quality 1 —0.87 0,412 p>0,05
A3. Makcuma
orHomenusa / Maxim of’ 1 -1,94 0,089 p>0,05
Relation
A4. Maxkcuma criocoba B *
/ Maxim of Manner 1 2,87 0,031 p<005
B1. Ctunp o0wmenus /
takt / Communication 2 0 1 p > 0,05
style / tact
b2. Ypoens smnaruu / 1 2,54 0,044 p < 0,05
Level of empathy
b3. Banunamus ayBcTB _ -
/ Validation of feelings 1 3,05 0,022 p<0,05

I[lo mapamerpam A2  (Makcuma
kauectBa) W A3 (Makcuma OTHOIIEHUS)
CTaTUCTUYCCKU 3HAYHMBIX pa3muanii
BBISIBIEHO He Obuio (p > 0,05), wuro
OOBSICHSICTCSI  BBICOKOW  BapHaTHBHOCTHIO
ouneHok IIIl, mockombKy YacTh MCHXOJOTOB
naBama OOOCHOBAaHHBIE W pEJICBAaHTHHIC
OTBEThI, a YaCTh — HET, YTO YyBEIUYHBACT
CTaHJApTHOE  OTKJIOHEHHWE W  CHIDKaeT
3HAYMMOCTh KPUTEPHs MPU Malol BBIOOpKE.
I[Ippy n = 6 3HAYUMOCTH t-KpUTEPHS
OrpaHHYEHa, MO3TOMY MONy4YeHHBIC
pe3ynbTaThl  CIENyeT paccMaTpuBaTh —Kak
MpeBapUTENbHBIC, TpeOyroliue
MOATBEPXKIACHUSI Ha  OOJbIIEH  BBIOOpPKE
JKCrepToB. TeM HE MeHee, BBISBICHHBIC

pa3IMuMs  COMIACYIOTCS C  Kauye€CTBEHHBIM
aHAJIM30M TEKCTOB M HE MPOTHUBOPEYAT
HWCXOJHOM THUIIOTE3€ UCCIICIOBAHUS.

Baxno ormerutrh, uYro otrBeT TA
OLICHUBAETCS KaK yIOBIETBOPUTEIbHBIN JIUIIb
B acIeKTe MUCbMEHHOMN (hopMbI
B3auMozencTeus. IIpu ycTHOM MOHonore or
I'A, KOTOpBIN AJIUTCS OKOJO LIECTH MUHYT U
HE Mpearnoiaraet oOparHoi CBSI3H,
Hapylaercs KOOTIepaTUBHbBIN OamaHc.
Ilonp3oBarens HE HWMEET BO3MOXKHOCTHU
BCTYNUTh B JHAJION, 3aJlaTh YTOYHSIOLIUE
BOIPOCHI WJIM BBIPA3UTh CBOM MBICIH. ITO
MPUBOJIAT K nH(OPMAITMOHHON
M30BITOYHOCTH, KOTOpas CTaHOBUTCS
MparMaTu4ecku HerenecooOpa3Ho.
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Pe3yabTarsl | o0cy:KaeHue
(RESULTS AND DISCUSSION)

B  pamkax  wuccinemoBaHusi ~ ObuI
[IPOAHAJIM3UPOBAH  KOPIYC U3  OTBETOB
npodeccruoHanbHbIX TICUXOJIOTOB Ha
WHTUMHO-JTUYHOCTHbIE oOpalieHus-KeHChI
MoJib30BaTeNiel  Ha  CHElHalW3UPOBAHHBIX
dopymMax  IICHXOJIOTUYECKOW  TOAJCPIKKH.
AHanu3 TpOBOMWICS 1O MPEICTaBICHHOM
BBIIIIE aHKETE.

[IpoBeneHHBIN CTAaTUCTUYECKUM aHAIN3
MEJIMaHHBIX OLIEHOK U t-KpuTepusi CTbroieHTa
JUIS 3aBUCUMBIX BBIOOPOK MO3BOJIUI YTOYHHUTD
HCXO/IHBbIE TPEJACTABICHUS O Pa3IUUHsIX
MEXIY OTBETaMU npodeccruoHaNbHbBIX
nicuxosoroB (I1IT) m romocoBoro accucreHnra
(T'A). Bomnpeku MepBOHAYATIHLHOMY
BIIEYATIICHUIO, CKJIQJIbIBABIIEMYCS  TIPH
aHaiM3e CpeaHux OauioB, CTAaTHUCTUYECKU
3HAYMMBbIC Pa3Inuvs ObUTM BBISBICHBI JIUIIH
M0 YeThlpeM U3 ceMu mapamerpon: Al
(Makcuma  konuuectBa), A4  (Makcuma
cnocoba), b2 (ypoBenb ommaruu) u b3
(Baympanus uyBcTB). Ilo mapamerpam A2

(MakcuMa  KadecTBa), A3 (MakcuMa
orHomenus) u bl (ctunp oOmieHus / Takr)
paznuuus OKa3aJHCh CTaTUCTUYECKHU

He3HauuMbIMU (p > 0,05). JlanHbIN pe3ynbTar
TpeOyeT coiep)KaTeNbHOW HHTEpIpeTaluu —
PacCMOTPUM €T0 0 OJIOKaM.

Baok A: KOMMYHHMKATUBHO-
NnparMaTu4ecKue XapaKkTepuCcTHKH

CrarucTuyecky 3HaYMMOE pa3Indyue 1o
Al (MakcuMa KOJMYECTBA) IOATBEPXKAALT
Hame wucxonHoe wHaoOmomenne. Otsersl A
3HAUUMO JUIMHHEE U MoApoOHee, YeM OTBETHI
[II1. D10, ogHako, HEe 03Ha4aeT, uto ['A mydie
uHpopMHpyeT mnonb3oBarend. Hamportus, B
KOHTEKCT€ MHTUMHO-JIMYHOCTHOTO JHAJIora C
YEeJIOBEKOM B KPHU3HUCHOM  COCTOSIHUM
n30bITOUHAs JUTMHA CTaHOBUTCSA
IparMaTHYeckoi MmpobiaeMoil, 0COOEHHO NpH
yCTHOM  Bocmpou3BeaeHuu.  Hampuwmep,
M0JIb30BaTellb, cooOIaronui o
CYMUUJAIBHBIX  MBICISIX, HE  CIOCOOEH
BOCTIPUHATH U yIep>KaTh B NMaMATH HSAThb-CEMb
MHUHYT MOHOJIOTHYECKOTO TEKCTA.

CratucTUyecky 3HAYMMOE pa3jInyue 1o
A4 (Makcuma crioco6a) Takke HeOAHO3HAYHO.
[’A nelcTBUTENIBHO JEMOHCTpUpYET OoJiee
BBICOKYIO CTPYKTYPUPOBAHHOCTH: 3arojIOBKH,
CITUCKH, HYMEPOBaHHbIE HIary. B
NUCBMEHHOM  KaHaie  3To  oOierdaer
Bocnpusatue. OHaKO B YCTHOM KaHalle Ta Xke
CTPYKTypa IIpeBpallaeTcsi B MOHOJIOI, HE
OCTaBJIAIOIINNA TOJB30BATEN0 BO3MOKHOCTH
JUIs YTOYHEHUS, Mepecrpoca WiId oOpaTHON
cBs3u. TakuMm oOpa3oM, Makcuma crocoba y
I'A cobOmtonena ¢opmManibHO, HO HapyllIeHA
parMaTu4yecKu.

OTCcyTCcTBHE 3HAYUMBIX PA3IMYUN  TIO
A2 (makcuma kadectBa) W A3 (Makcuma
OTHOILICHHS ) 00BsICHACTCS BBICOKOM
BapuaTuBHOCThI0O  oTBeToB  [III:  wacte
NICHXOJIOTOB  JlaBajla ~ OOOCHOBaHHBIE |
pelieBaHTHBIE  OTBETHl  (C  MapKepamu
BEPOSITHOCTH, OIOPOH Ha (aKThI U3 3aMPOCa).
[pyrue yxoaunu B oOLIMe pacCyXI€HUS WU
WTHOPUPOBAJIM  KJIIOYEBYIO TMPOCKOY. Ta
BapHATUBHOCTh YBEIMYMBAET CTaHIApTHOE
OTKJIOHEHHE W  CHIDKAeT  3HAYUMOCTH
KpuTepus Tmpu Manoil BbeiOOpke. WHbIME
CJIOBaMH, IO Ka4yeCTBY U PEJIEBAHTHOCTHU
orBera peub [III daBmserca He MeHee
KoomnepatuBHoOi, yem auckypc ['A. Baxho,
YTO TOJIOCOBOM AaCCHUCTEHT OOecrneyrBaeT
CTAaOMJIBHO  BBICOKHH, HO  IIa0JOHHBIHA
YpOBEHb  B3aMMOJICHCTBHUS, TOTAa  Kak
YeJI0OBEYECKHI OTBET KojeOneTcss OT IIyOOKO
npodeccroHaNBHOTO 10 POPMATBEHOTO.

Baoxk b: CEeH3UTHUBHbIE
XapaKTePUCTHUKH
ITomHoe COBIajJecHUE MeIUaHHbIX

oneHok no bl (ctunp oOmenus / Takr) y
0o0OMX TWUIIOB OTBETOB O3HAYaeT, 4YTO
pazmuuua mexnay I[III m T'A nexar He B
00JIaCTH BEXJIMBOCTH, YBAXKEHUS MM ydyeTa
MHIUBUAYaJIbHBIX XapaKTEepPUCTUK
nonb3oBatens. (OO6a Tuma  OTBETOB B
OOJIBIINHCTBE KelcoB COOTBETCTBYIOT
JIOBEPUTEIBHOMY TOHY UHTUMHO-
JUYHOCTHOTO JHAaJIOTa.

CraTucTHUYECKH 3HAYUMBIE pa3Inyus 110
b2 (ypoBenp smmaruu) u b3 (Bammparus
YYBCTB) CBHJETEILCTBYIOT O TOM, 4TO
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TrOJIOCOBOM ACCHUCTCHT HMUTUPYET
OMITaTHUYCCKYIO BKJIIFOYCHHOCTD Ooitee
IIOCJIEJOBATCIIbHO, 4qeM ycpCI[HCHHBIﬁ

TICUXOJIOT B ()OPYMHOM OTBETE.

OpHako 31ech HEOOXOAMMO CleNaTh
OTOBOPKY: BhICOKHE olleHKH 1o b2 u b3 y T'A
OTPaXalOT HE TMOMJIUHHOE COIEpPEeKUBAHUE,
KOTOpPOE aJITOPUTM B MPUHIUIE HE CIOCOOEH
UCIBITHIBATD, a AITOPUTMHUYECKYIO
CUMYJIILIMIO  3MIIAaTUYECKOT0  JIUCKYypca.
[Tonp30BaTenb MOXKET BOCHPUHUMATH 3Ty
CHUMYJISILIMIO KaK pealbHyI0 MOJJIEPIKKY, U4TO B
KOHEYHO uTOore co3zaer WJLTIO3UIO
COTpyAHMYECTBA, O KoTopo mmcan T.
Konpsiny (Codreanu, 2026).

[Tapamokc coctouT B  TOM, 4TO
CUMYIISALINS SMIAaTUU OKa3bIBaeTCs
IparMaTuyecku spdexTrBHEE ee
caepkannoctu 'y I, HO aume a0 Tex mop,
[IOKa IOJb30BaTe€lb HE  OCO3HaeT eé
HCKYCCTBEHHYIO ITPUPOLTY.

AHAJIN3 KeHCOB C COBIAJAIOIIMMH
OlleHKaMH

Oco0oro  BHUMaHHUS  3aCIy)KUBAIOT
KEIChI, B KOTOPBIX MenuaHHble oueHku [1I1 n
I'A coBmamm WM OKa3ajdWCh CTAaTHCTHYECKH
Hepa3nuuuMbl (cM. Tabmuny 2). B omHux
ciydasx o0a OTBeTa TMOJy4ald BBICOKHE
O0amibl MO OONBIIMHCTBY IapaMeTpoB, YTO

o0BbsACHSETCA yAa4HBIM COYETaHUEM
COIEpKATEIbHBIX u IIparMaTu4eCcKux
xapakrepuctuk. Hanpumep, IIII 3anmasan
CEpHIO JINarHOCTUYECKHUX BOIIPOCOB,
JNEMOHCTPUPYs KOTHUTUBHYIO dMIIaTHIO, a ['A
mpeaaran CTPYKTYPUPOBAaHHBIN IJ1aH
CaMOIIOMOIIM € KOHKPETHOM Balnjanuen
YyBCTB.

OpnHako Ka4eCTBEHHBIN aHaau3

IIOKa3bIBAECT, YTO IPUPOAA OTUX OLEHOK
pasmuyna.  [III  BeIcTpamBaer  guaior,
mpuriiamas Mojib3oBarenss K peduexcuu,
Torna kak ['A mpeyaraeT roToBoe pelleHueE.
DTO pas3nuyue HE OTpakaeTcsl TPeXOALTbHON
LIKaJIO¥, HO CYLIECTBEHHO IJIs OLICHUBAHUS

CTEICHM  YCHEIIHOCTH, a TaKkKe Ui
[IOHMMAaHHUS KOMMYHHUKATUBHON CTpareruu
KaXX/10r0 Y4aCTHHKA.

B gpyrux cmydasx o0a  oTBera
nosrydasii Hu3kue 6amiel mo b2 u B3, HO mo
pazubeiM npuunHaMm. Hanpumep, IIII orsewan
KpallHE JIAKOHUYHO, HE IPOJEMOHCTPUPOBAB
HU TOHUMMaHus, HU Banuuauuu. [A,
HAIpOTHUB, IIEPErpy’Kaa OTBET NETaJISIMH, YTO
IIPU YCTHOM BOCHPOHM3BEJICHUHU HAPYLIHIIO OBI
MaKCUMy KOJIMYECTBA, HO B IIHCBMEHHOM
KaHaje obecreunsio BBICOKYIO
CTPYKTYpUPOBaHHOCTb.  TakuM  00Opa3zoM,
COBIIQ/ICHUE OLICHOK HE 03HAYaeT COBIA/JCHUS
KOMMYHHMKaTUBHBIX CTPaTerHil.

Wnorna ouenku I1I1 u A cOmmxanuce
no mnapamerpam A3 u A4, onHako
pacxoxnaenue no b2 u b3 coxpansnoce. TI1
OrpaHUYMBAJICS  cepueld  BONpPOCOB  0e3
SMOLIMOHAJIIBHOTO OTKJIMKa, Torna kak [A
pa3BepHYJl JETaJbHBI aHaIN3 INPUYUH WU
NpEeUIOKWI ~ KOHKPETHblE  IIard.  ITO
II03BOJISET TOBOPUTH 0 pa3HoM
[IparMaTuyeckol HampaBIE€HHOCTU OTBETOB
npu  (GopManrbHOM CXOJICTBE OLEHOK. B
0000IIEHHOM BUJIE BU3YAJIM3ALMsI UCCIEAYEMBIX
IIapaMeTPOB NIPEACTABICHA HA PUCYHKE.

Takum oOpa3oM, yTOYHEHHas KapTHHa
pazmuunii Mexnay IIII u T'A mnosBomser
omnucarh IparMaTMYecKyld MoOJeldb OTBETa
rOJIOCOBOTO accUCTeHTa Oonee ToyHo. Tak, B
nucbMeHHOM oOmeHun [A  mpeBocxoauT
YCPEAHEHHOTO IICUX0JIOTa 1o
CTPYKTYpUPOBaHHOCTH, SMIaTUYeCKOU
CUMYISIIIMM M KOHKPETHOCTH BaJUAALNH, HO
yCTyHmaeTr €My [0 BapUaTUBHOCTH W
alaliTUBHOCTH KOMMYHHUKaTUBHOTO
MOBEJICHUSI. B YCTHOM BapHaHTe
B3aMMOJACHUCTBUA JTH K€ XAPAKTEPUCTUKH
IpeBpalatoTcsi B U30BITOYHYIO  JJIUHY,
MOHOJIOTHYHOCTh ¥ WJIIKO30PHYIO AMIATHUIO.
Takoe couyeTaHue CHIbHBIX M CIa0bIX CTOPOH
nenaer I'’A ogHOBpEMEHHO IPUBIIEKATEIBHBIM
U TOTEHIMAJbHO OINAaCHbIM HHCTPYMEHTOM
IICUXOJIOTUYECKON TOJIEPIKKH.
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Pucynok. CpaBHeHnue MenuanHbIX oreHOK oTBeToB IIIT m I'A mo mapamerpamM KOMMYHUKaTHMBHO-

nparmMaruueckoi ankeTs (0-2)

Figure. Comparison of median scores for PP and VA responses across the parameters of the

communicative-pragmatic questionnaire (0-2 scale)

Al.
Makcuma
KO/NMYecTBa
/ Maxim of...
b3. A2.
Banvmaumna Makxcuma
yyecTs / \KayectBa /
Validation. Maxim of...
b2. YpoBeHb \ A3.
smnatum / Makcuma
Level of OTHOLLIEeHMA
empathg1. Cr Ad./ Maxim of
o6uienna i Makcuma
Takt/ cnocoba /
Communic... Maxim of...

—— Meguana MM (Md) /

—#— MeguaHa l'A (Md) / VA

PP Median

Median

* paznuuus cratuctudecku 3HaunMel ipu P<0,05

[1IT = npodeccroHaNbHBIN TICUXOJIOT
I'A = ronocoBoii acCCUCTEHT

Bunurcs HeoOXoauMbIM —yKa3aTh Ha
HajJM4yue OrpaHUYEeHHUs] UCCIEeIOBaHUA, a
UMEHHO OTCYTCTBUE «CJEMOW» IpOLENypHl
OLICHKM, TaK KaK »JKCIEpPThl 3HaIH O
npuHajuiexknoctd oreeroB I u T'A, uyto
MIOTEHLMAJIbHO MOMET CO3[aTb CHUTYalLHIO
MIPENB3STOCTU B UX CY)KJeHUsX. BaxkHo, uTo B
COOTBETCTBHM C YCJIOBHUSIMH DJKCIIEPUMEHTA,
9KCIIEPTHI OLIEHUBAIIU UCKITIOYUTEIBHO
TEKCTOBBIE XapaKTEPUCTUKU. B pesynbrare
3HAYMMBbIE Pa3ianuus ObUIM MOJYYEHbI JHIIb
[0 4YETBIPEM M3 CEeMHU MnapameTpoB. boree
TOT0, OIEHMBAHME 4YacTH  [AapaMeTpoB
(HampumMmep, JUIMHA TekcTa B Al uinm Hanuuue
cnuckoB B A4) He MOXeT MpUHUMATh
CyOBEKTHBHBIM XapakTep IO MpHYUHE UX
OHTOJIOTMYECKOr0 craryca. Msl monaraem,

YTO  BBIIIENEPEYUCIECHHBIE  OIPAaHUYCHMUS
HCKJIFOYArOT BO3MO)KHBIE (bakTopsI
CYOBEKTUBHOCTH WIH IPEIB3SITOCTH

YYaCTHHUKOB 3KcIiepuMeHTa. B nmepcnektuse —
BKJIFOYEHHUE B IPOLEAYPY CJIENON OLEHKH U
pacumpeHue cocTaBa YYaCTHUKOB
JKCIIEPUMEHTA! MIPUBJICYEHUE

po(heCCHOHANBHBIX TICHXOJIOTOB U PSIOBBIX
[I0JIL30BAaTEJIEH.

BriBoabI
IIpoBenennoe HCCIIEIOBAHNE
MO3BOJIMJIO  MOCTPOUTH  NParMaTHYeCcKyro

MOJIeTTb OTBeTa rojiocoBoro accuctenra (I'A)
«Anuca» B CUTyallUl UHTUMHO-IMYHOCTHOTO
JManora, COMOCTaBMB €€ ¢  OTBeTaMu
npodeccuoHanbubix ncuxonoroB (IMI1) na
Matepuanie 83 oOpameHuét ¢ (opymoB
MICUXOJOTUYECKON TMOJIEPKKH C  YYETOM
MIPUHITMIIOB KOOTIEPAllud U BEXIJIMBOCTH. JlJis
Ka)X10ro oOpaiieHus ObUTH 0TOOpaHbl OTBETHI
IIIT u crenepupoBanbl oTBeTHl [A, dYTO
MO3BONMJIO  COPMHUPOBATh  MapalIeNbHbIHI
KOPITYC ¥ TIPOBECTH MPSIMOE COMOCTABIICHHUE.
beuta pa3paboTana KOMMYHUKAaTHBHO-
nparMaTudeckas aHKeTa, BKJIIOYAroIias OJIOK
makcuMm I I1. I'paiica (konnuecTBO, KauecTBO,
OTHOIIIEHUE, CMOC00) U OJIOK CEH3UTHBHBIX
XapaKTePUCTUK (CTUIIB/TAKT, AMIaTHs,
Banmuaanus 4yBcTB). OIeHKa MPOW3BOAMIACH
HIECTHIO HE3aBUCHUMBIMU AKCIIEPTaMHU.
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CornmacoBaHHOCTb ~ MHEHHUH  IpoOBepsIach
ko3¢ ¢pumenrom konkopaamun Kengamma (W
= 0,52-0,78), 94TO O3BOJIAET CUUTATH OIICHKH
J0CTAaTOYHO HA/ICKHBIMH TUTST
npenBapurensHoro  aHanuza.  OOpabotka
JaHHBIX  BeJach  C  HCIOJIb30BAHUEM
MenuaHHbIX 3HadeHud (Md). s mpoBepku
3HAYMMOCTH  Pa3IMYUil  TpUMEHsUICS  t-
kputepuii  CTbhlOmE€HTa JUIsI  3aBHCHMBIX
BEIOOPOK.

CrarucTuyecku 3HaYUMBbIE pa3nudus (p
< 0,05) BbISBIEHBI IO YETHIPEM MAPAMETPAM:
Al (makcuma kommuectBa), A4 (Makcuma
cnocoba), b2 (ypoBenr ommaruu) u b3
(Banmpanust uyBcTB). Ilo mapamerpam A2
(MakcuMma Ka4yecTBa), A3 (MakcuMma
otHomeHus1) U bl (ctunp oOmieHus / TaKT)
pas3nuuMs OKa3aJuCh HE3HaYMMbIMU (p >
0,05).

B pesynbrare OTCYTCTBYIOT 3HAYMMBIE
pazmuuua no Ttakty (bl), roe menuanHbie
onerku [T u 'A momHOCTBIO COBMIANH.

OtBerel [A 3HaumMoO JJIMHHEE W
noapoOHee. B MHUCBPMEHHOM KaHaje 3TO
MOKET BOCIPHUHUMATHCSI KaK MPEUMYIIECTBO,
OHAKO B CHTYyallMl KpHU3uca W30BITOUHAS
JUIMHA CTaHOBUTCSA parMaTuyeckon
npobnemoit.  Hampumep,  monb3oBarensb,
COOOIIAONIUN O CYWIUJANbHBIX MBICIAX, HE
CIIOCOOCH BOCIIPUHSTEL U yIEp)KaTh B MaMSATH
JUIMHHBI MOHOJIOTHYECKHH TEKCT, MOATOMY
HapylIeHHe MaKCHMbBI KoimmdectBa y [A
SBIISETCS HE TMPEUMYIIECTBOM, a PHUCKOM,
0COOEHHO TIPU YCTHOM BOCITPOU3BEICHUH.

I'A nemoHcTpupyeT 3HauuMo Ooinee
BBICOKYIO CTPYKTYPHUPOBAHHOCTh. B cutyarmm
MUCbMEHHOW KOMMYHHUKAIIUU 5TO OO0Jeryaet
BOCHIPHUSTHE, HO B yYCTHOM B3aMMOJICHCTBHH
Ta e CTPYKTypa MpeBpallaeTcs B MOHOJIOT,
HE OCTaBJISFOIIN I I10JIb30BaTEIIO
BO3MOXKHOCTH JJIi YTOYHEHHUS M OOpaTHOM
cBs3u. Makcuma crnocoba y I'A cobGmronena
(dhopManbHO, HO HapyIIeHa MPAarMaTUYECKH.

I'A 3nauumo mpeBocxonut IIII mo
ypoBHIO owMmmnatuu (B2) W KOHKpETHOCTH
Bamuaauun  4yBctB  (B3). Opnako »3tH
BBICOKHE OILIEHKH OTPaXaloT HE MOMIUHHOE
ColepeXKMBaHuE, a AITOPUTMHUIECKYIO
CUMYIIAIIMIO  DMIIATHYECKOTO  JIUCKYypca.

[Tonp30BaTenb MOXKET BOCHPHUHUMATH Ty
CUMYJSILIMIO KaK PEaJbHYI0 MOJAEPAKKY, HO B
9TOM  3aKJII04YaeTrcss  JIMIIb WILTIO3HS
COTpYIHUYECTBA.

OTCYTCTBYIOT 3HAUMMBIE PaA3IUYMS IO
kauecTBy (A2) u peneBaHTHOCTH (A3). OTO
OOBSICHSIETCST  BBICOKOW  BapUaTUBHOCTHIO
orseroB IIII. Yacte ncuxonoroB pasana
000CHOBaHHBIE M pEJEBAaHTHbIE OTBETHI, a
YacTh YXOJHWJa B OOLIME PACCYXKICHHUS WIH
UTHOpHpOBaJIa KJIHoueBble MpochObl. B utore
IIIT oxazanuch MeHee mpenackazyembl, a ['A
obecrneynBal  CTAaOMIBLHO  BBICOKHH, HO
1a0JIOHHBIA YPOBEHb.

AHann3 KeWCOB C COBIIQOAIOIINMU
OLICHKaMM  IIOKa3ajJl, 4YTO  COBIIAJCHHE
MEIMaHHBIX OLICHOK HE 03HAYaeT COBMAJACHUS
KOMMYHUKATUBHBIX CTPATErHid.

Ha OCHOBE COIOCTaBUTEIBHOTO
aHaJin3a OblIa IOCTPOEHA IIparMaruyeckas
Monenb oTBeTa ['A. B muchMeHHOM KaHaie
I’A npeBOCXOAUT YCPEIHEHHOro ICUXO0JI0ra
0 CTPYKTYPHUPOBAaHHOCTH, SMIATHUYECKOM
CUMYJISIIUM M KOHKPETHOCTH BaJIMJAIlUH, HO
ycTymaer eMmy [0 BapUaTUBHOCTH H
aJlaliTUBHOCTH. B ycTHOM KaHanme 3Tu ke
XapaKTEePUCTUKH MIpeBpalaroTCs B
parMaTHYeCcKue PUCKH.

[Tony4yeHHble  3HAa4YeHUS  t-KpUTepus
HOCAT TPEIBAPUTENBHBIA XapakTep, TpeOys
NOATBEP)KJCHNUS Ha PACUIMPEHHOI BHIOOpKE.
Tem He MeHee, BBISBICHHBIC pa3IHIUSL
COITIacyloTCd C KaueCTBEHHBIM aHAIM30M
TEKCTOB W HE TPOTUBOpPEYAT HCXOTHON
TUIIOTE3E.

Ms1 npeaiaraeM MIPaKTHYECKHE
pekoMmeHganuu paspadborunkam ['A «Anucay,
a IMEHHO MCIOJIb30BaTh pa30oueHue Ha OJIOKU
IpU YCTHOM OTBeTe ¢ MHTepBajgamu 30-40
CeKyHJI M nay3aMu Ha pediexcuto. BerHoCUTD
noApoOHbIE  HMHCTPYKIMM B  OTAEIbHbBIE
«KOpOTKHE OTBETHI MO 3ampocy». B Hauane
OTBETa JaBaTh MHUHUMAIBHO HEOOXOIUMBIA
Habop u3 1-2 TEXHMK U OKCTPEHHOIO
KOHTaKTa CIEHUAIBHBIX CIYX0, a 3areMm
CIpalllMBaTh COIVIACHE HA MPOAOIDKEHHE. DTH
Mepbl HampaBJieHbl Ha TOBBIIICHWE KauecTBa
OTBETOB A 51 3¢ deKTUBHOCTH
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KOMMYHHKAITUH B
MICUXOJIOTUYECKOTO JIUCTpECCa.

JanpHeimme  uccneqoBaHUs  MOTYT
OBITE HaIpaBJICHbI Ha pacimpeHue
OKCIIEPTHOW  TPYNIBl  JUIsl  TIOBBIMICHUS
CTaTUCTUYECKOM MOIIHOCTH, a TaKKe Ha

CUTYyalHAX

pa3paboTKy TUOPHUTHBIX MojIeneH,
COYETAIOIINX JTIOKa3aTeNbHOCTh "
AMITATUYECKYIO r1yOuHy A c
JTAKOHUYHOCTHIO u WHIUBUIYaTbHBIM
MTOJIXOJIOM, XapaKkTepHBIMU JUTSE
KOHCYJIBTUPOBAHHUS c HACTOSIIAM
TICUXOJIOTOM.

Statement on the Use of Generative
Al: The authors declare that no generative
artificial ~ intelligence  or  Al-assisted
technologies requiring disclosure under the
Journal’s policy were used in conducting the
research or preparing this manuscript.

3asiByieHHE 00 HCNOJIb30BAHUU
renepatuBHoro MMU: ABTopbl 3asBIISIIOT, YTO
IIpH MPOBCACHNU UCCIICAOBAHUA U ITIOATOTOBKC
HaCTO}IH_Ieﬁ pykomnucu FCHCpaTI/IBHHﬁ
HWCKYCCTBEHHBIN AHTEIIEKT u nn-
ACCUCTUPOBAHHBIC TCXHOJIOI'MH, ITOIJICIKAIIIUC
PACKPBITHIO B COOTBCTCTBHU C MHOJIUTUKOMI
JKypHaJia, HE UCIIO0JIb30BaJIUCh.
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I[Ipunoxenue 1

[Iepen Bamu HaxoauTCs MakeT MarepuasoB, BKIOYAKOIUNI:
e OOpaiieHue MoJb30BaTENsl — pPEaIbHbIM 3alIpoCc Ha ICUXOJIOTHYECKYI MOJICPXKKY C

OTKpBITOTO (hopyma.

e Ortser npodeccronansroro ncuxoiora (I1I1) — opuruHambHBINA OTBET, JAHHBIM B paMKax

(bopymMHOTO 00CYXKIEHUS.

e OrtgeT rosiocoBoro accuctenra «Anuca» (I'A) — oTBeT, CreHepupOBaHHBIN HEMPOCETEBOM

CUCTEMOH Ha TO ke oOpalieHue.

Bama 3amaya — 03HAKOMHTBCS C Ka’XbIM 06pameH1/IeM H o0ouMu OTB€TaMH, ITIOCJIC YE€TO
OLICHUTH Ka)KIbIii U3 OTBETOB I10 npezmoxceHHoﬁ HUKC KOMMYHI/IKaTI/IBHO'HpaFMaTI/I‘IeCKOfI AHKCTC.

OO0umme nmpaBuia ONEHKH

e OreHKa TPOU3BOAUTCS OTIEIBHO JUIA KaXXI0ro OTBeTa (cHavana oneHuBaetcs orset 111,
3ateM — oTBeT ['A). OneHuBaTh CleIyeT WCKIIOYUTEIBHO MUCHhbMEHHBIM TEKCT OTBETa, KaK OH
npenctaBieH B Matepuaine. OIlleHKa BBICTABISETCS MO TpexOayuibHON ImKane (CM. ONHcaHue

Ka)XJIOTO TapameTpa).

L4 BYI[LTC MaKCHMaJIbHO OOBbEKTUBHBI. OHCHHBaﬁTe HC JINYHOC BICUATICHUC OT COACPKaHUA
(((HpaBI/ITC}I / He HpaBI/ITCH»), a CTCIICHb pCaIn3alilud KOHKPETHOI'O KOMMYHHUKATHBHOTO HWJIA

MICUXOJIOTUYECKOTO TIapaMeTpa.

e Ecmu napaMeTp B OTBCTC OTCYTCTBYCT IOJHOCTBIKO WJIM PCAIM30BaAH KpaﬁHe c1abo —

crtasbTe 0.

e Ecmm napamMeTp p€ajinu3oBaH 4YaCTUYHO, €CTh 3aMCTHBIC IPU3HAKHN, HO HE IMOJIHOOCHHO, —

cTaBbTeE 1.

e Ecmu napameTp p€ajin30BaH B MOJIHOM MEpPEC, SAPKO U MOCICAOBATCIIBHO, — CTABBTC 2.
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BJIOK A. KOMMYHUKATUBHO-IIPATMATUYECKHUE XAPAKTEPUCTUKHU
OTBETA
Maxkcuma KoJIn4ecTBa
(mkana ouenku 0-1-2)
Al 1. KomnuuecTBo cnoB
2. CootBercTBYeT JI 00BEM H JeTATHU3AIMS OTBETA 3aPOCy?
3. Her nu nHpOpMAITMOHHON U30BITOYHOCTH WM HEJJOCTATOYHOCTH TIPU
MMILTUIIUTHOMN OlLIEHKE?
Maxkcuma KauecTBa
(mkana ouenku 0-1-2)
A2 1. Hackonbko oTBET 000CHOBaH?
2. Hcnonb3yroTcs Tu MapKepbl BEPOSTHOCTH?
3. Her nu HENPOBEPEHHBIX YTBEPKIACHUMN?
Makcuma oTHoIEeHUsI (PeJIEBAHTHOCTH)
A3 (mkaja ouenku 0-1-2)
1. PeneBaHTeH M OTBET KOHKPETHOMY 3aIpoCy / TIOIb30BATEIIO?
2. COOTBETCTBYET JIM HANPABJICHHOCTh U THIl PEAKIIUHU MOTPEOHOCTSIM MOJIh30BaTEIs ?
Maxkcuma cnocoda (ICHOCTH)
(mkaja ouenku 0-1-2)
Ad 1. HWunexc ynobountaemoctu (automated readability index)
2. Slcen nu oTBeT?
3. XopormIo Jim CTPYKTypupOBaH?
4. VImeroTcs 1M UMILUIMKATyphI?
BJIOK b. CEH3UTUBHBIE XAPAKTEPUCTUKHU OTBETA
Crunab o0menns / TakT
(mkana ouenku 0-1-2)
b1 1. ®opmanbHblil / HehopMalIbHBIN
2. OOpamieHne o UMEHU: 1a / HeT
3. VYder Bo3pacra, mojia ¥ COIMANBHOrO craryca / mpodeccuu
YpoBeHb dMnIaTHH
) (mkana ouenku 0-1-2)
1. KorautusHas sMmnatus (IOHUMaHUE CUTYaIIHH )
2. AddextuBHas smnarus (pas3/ieleHne 9yBCTB)
Baaunauus 4yBeTB (corviacue ¢ MX MPaBoOM Ha CylIeCTBOBaHMHe)
(mkana ouenku 0-1-2)
b3 1. Ectb/Her
2. OOmas (mpu3HaHue 0OMIIETO TTOJOKEHHS JIEN)
3. KonkpertHas (Ipu3HaHHE KOHKPETHOTO YyBCTBA)

ITopsinok padoTsI

[IpounTaiite oOparieHne MoIb30BATEINS.

2. Tlpouwmraiite orBer [lcmxomora. Onennre ero mo BceM mnapamerpam (Al1-A4, B1-B3).

3anecure 6amIBl B TAOIHILY.

3. Ipouwmraiite orBeT Anmcel. OLUEHUTE €ro MO TEM K€ IMapaMeTpaM. 3aHecuTe Oaiuibl B

TabuIy.

4. Tlepexomute K CIEAyIOIIEMY KEHCY.
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ITapamerp

IIcuxodior (0as)

Anuca (0awn)

Al. MakcuMa KoOJIM4YecTBAa

A2. MakcuMa KkadyecTBa

A3. MakcuMa oTHOIIEHHSI (PeJIeBAHTHOCTH)

A4. MakcuMma croco6a (SCHOCTH)

Bb1. Ctuab o0uienus / TAKT

b2. YpoBeHnb dMnaTuu

Bb3. Bantupanus 4yBcTB

HAYYHBIN PE3YJILTAT. BOITPOCHI TEOPETUYECKOM U TIPUKJIAZIHOW JIMHTBUCTUKHU
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AHHOTaNUs: Bonbimme sI3bIKOBBIC MOJICNIM BBIMOJHSIOT BCE OONBINE Pa3HOOOpa3HBIX
3ala4, B TOM 4YHCJIE T€HEPUPYIOT JUIMHHBIE TEKCTBI, IIPETEHAYyIOIIWE Ha
XynoxecTBeHHOCTh. Llejib cTarbM — CpPaBHUTH CYOBEKTUBHBIE OLIGHKH KayecTBa
XYIO)KECTBEHHBIX TEKCTOB, CO3JAHHBIX OONBIIMMHU s3bIKOBEIMEH Mozensimu (BSAM), c
TEKCTaMH, HAMHMCAHHBIMHU JIIOABMH B JKaHpPE JIOOUTENBCKOW MPO3bl IO MOTHUBAM
pomanoB o ['appu Ilorrepe. MarepuaJjioMm il OUECHKHU MOCIYKWIHM IIECTh TEKCTOB HA
AQHIVIMICKOM ~ sI3BIKE: TpPU, CTEHEPUPOBAHHBIE HCKYCCTBEHHBIM HWHTEIJIEKTOM C
HCIIOJIb30BAHUCM PA3HBIX IIOAXOAO0B, W TpH, HAIMCAHHBLIC pPCaJbHBIMU AaABTOPAMMU.
HccnenoBanue  mpoBeNeHO C  TMOMOIIbIO  METOAA  IICHUXOJIMHTBUCTUYECKOTO
SKCIICpUMCHTA. BOCCMHaI[IIaTI) I/IH(l)OpMaHTOB OLOCHHUBAJIIM TCEKCTBI 110 BOCBMH
KPUTEPUSAM, OTPAXKAIOIIUM KJIIOUEBbIE KaTerOPHH XyI0KECTBEHHOCTH: KOT€PEHTHOCTb
(IIeJIOCTHOCTB), CMBICIIOBAsl W JIGKCHMKO-TpaMMaTU4YecKasi CBS3HOCTh (KOT€3Hs), PUTM
MOBECTBOBAHUS, YMOLIMOHAIBHOCTh, CYOBEKTUBHAS MOAAILHOCTH COMHEHUS, CTTI0KHOCTD
CHUHTAaKCHUCa U BBIPA3UTCIIbHOCTDH (I/II[I/IOMaTI/I‘IHOCTI), KpCaTUBHOCTb, CUJIBHBIC MMO3UIIUA
TekcTa). OOpaboTka pe3ynbTaToOB BKIIOYATa CTATHUCTUYECKUN aHaln3 OOBEKTHBHBIX
napamMeTpoB JIMHTBUCTUYECKON CIIOKHOCTH TEKCTOB, IOJYUYCHHBIX OT I/IH(i)OpMaHTOB
CYOBEKTUBHBIX OIICHOK, a TaKXe KJIacTepU3alii0 BEKTOPHU30BAHHBIX IEPECKA30B
TEKCTOB, MTPEI0CTABIECHHBIX HH(OPMaHTaAMHU.

Pe3yabTarhl mokazajiy, YTO pa3pblB MEXKIY YEJOBEUECKMMU U MAIIMHHBIMUA TEKCTaMHU
HCOJMHAKOB B PA3HBIX KaTCropugax. Bnaronapﬂ CliCMaJIbHBIM ME€TOAaM TICHCpaluu,
CUHTETHUYECKHE TeKCThI CMOIJIM MPUOIM3UTHCS K €CTECTBEHHBIM 10 IMapameTpaM o01eit
KOTCPECHTHOCTU U CUHTAKCUYECKOM CIIO)KHOCTH. O}IHaKO HauOoJiee 3HAYMMBIE OTIUYMS
NpPOSABWINCh B  Kareropusx pPUTMA, CMBICIIOBOM CBSI3HOCTM U HPHUCYTCTBHS
Cy6”b€KTHBHOI>i MOJAJIbHOCTU COMHCHU A, KOTOPBIC YUTATCIIN OUCHUIIN B CUHTCTUYCCKUX
TEKCTaX 3HAYUTEIbHO HIKE. TeM He MeHee, OJIMH M3 CreHEpUpPOBAHHBIX TEKCTOB
MIPOJIEMOHCTPHUPOBAT Ka4€CTBO, COMOCTABUMOE C HANMMCAHHBIMH TEKCTaMH, 1O TaKUM
napaMerpaM, Kak HWIAHNOMAaTUYHOCTh, KPEAaTUBHOCTh M CIOCOOHOCTh MapKUpPOBATh
cuibHBIe To3unmH. Kiactepusanusi mepecka3oB MOATBEPAWIIA, YTO AITOT TEKCT, B
OTJIMYMEe OT JBYX JAPYTrUX CreHEPUPOBAaHHBIX, BBI3BAT y 4HUTareneil Ooree
eIMHO00pa3HOe TOHUMAaHHE CIOXKETa.

[enaetcst BBIBOI, YTO IJIaBHBIM BbI30BOM it MM ocraercss HE CTONBKO MOCTPOEHUE
MEpapXUUYECKOM CTPYKTYpbl CBSI3HOTO TEKCTA, CKOJBKO CO3JaHHUE JIMHAMUYHOTO,
MICUXOJIOTUYECKH JIOCTOBEPHOTO M PUTMHYECKHM OPraHW30BAHHOIO I1OBECTBOBAHMS.
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Kareropun CMBICIOBOM CBSI3HOCTH, PUTMa M MOAAJIBHOCTH COMHEHMS SIBJIAIOTCS Ha
JJAHHBII MOMEHT TOW TpaHULEH, KOTOpas OTAEIAET HUCKYCCTBEHHBIM HMHTEIJIEKT OT
YeJI0OBEYECKOro B c(hepe JIUTEpaTypHOro TBOPUECTBA.
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Abstract: Large language models (LLMSs) are performing an increasing variety of tasks,
including generating long texts that aspire to literary quality. The aim of this article is to
compare subjective assessments of the quality of literary texts created by large language
models with human-written texts in the genre of fan fiction based on the Harry Potter
novels. The material for the evaluation consisted of six texts in English: three
generated by Al using different approaches, and three written by human authors. The
present study utilizes a psycholinguistic experimental design. Eighteen informants
evaluated the texts according to eight criteria reflecting key categories of literariness:
coherence (integrity), semantic and lexico-grammatical cohesion, narrative rhythm,
emotionality, subjective modality of doubt, syntactic complexity, and expressiveness
(idiomaticity, creativity, strong textual positions). The data processing included
statistical analysis of objective parameters of linguistic complexity in the texts,
subjective evaluations obtained from informants, as well as clustering of vectorized
retellings of the texts provided by the informants.

The results showed that the gap between human and Al-generated texts varies across
different categories. Thanks to specific generation methods, the synthetic texts managed
to approach human-written ones in terms of overall coherence and syntactic complexity.
However, the most significant differences emerged in the categories of rhythm,
semantic cohesion, and the presence of the subjective modality of doubt, which readers
rated significantly lower in the synthetic texts. Nevertheless, one of the generated texts
was of a quality comparable to that of a human writer in terms of idiomaticity, creativity
and the ability to take a strong position on a topic. Clustering of summaries confirmed
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that this text, unlike the other two generated ones, led to a more uniform understanding

of the plot among readers.

It can be concluded that the main challenge for Al is not so much the construction of a

coherent, hierarchical text structure,

but rather the creation of a dynamic,

psychologically authentic and rhythmically organised narrative. The categories of
semantic cohesion, rhythm, and modality of doubt currently represent the frontier
separating artificial intelligence from human intelligence in the realm of literary

creativity.

Keywords: Large language model; Text generation; Literary text; Psycholinguistic

experiment; criteria of literariness
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1. Beenenue

[TosiBienue bonpmmx SI3BIKOBBIX
monener (manee — bBSM) cymecTBeHHO
U3MEHWJIO HEe TOJIbKO JAMana3oH (yHKUHH,
KOTOpbIE OTHBIHE YeJI0BEK MOKET
JEJIErUpOBaTh MOZEISAM, HO U 3aCTaBHIIO
MEepelTH K pasMbIIICHUSIM O TOM, 4TO
COCTABJIAET ceunuuky KOTHUTHUBHOU
CUCTEMBI M pedyeBOM pesarenpbHOCTH Homo
Sapiens.

Korna B 2021 r. Hauanu BHeApSATHCS B
npaktuky Momenu Tuna Generative Pre-
trained Transformer (GPT) crano oueBuiHO,
9T0 (YHKIMSI MOPOXKIEHUS OCMBICIEHHBIX
TEKCTOB UM BITIOJIHE 10 cuyiaM. O1HaKko Ha TOT
MOMEHT  MOZEISAM  SIBHO HE  XBarajo
JIOTIOJIHUTENbHBIX 3HAHWM, OHM HEe oOiajanu
HKCMEPTHOCTHIO B CIEUU(PUUECKUX 00JIacTIX
npo¢ecCuoHaTBHOM NeSTeTbHOCTH,
HanpuMep, B MAIIMHOCTPOCHHH, MEIULMHE,
KpeaTHBHBIX MHIYCTPUSX U HE MODIIH
NEPEUTH OT PYTHHHBIX 3aJad Ha YPOBEHb
CO3M/IaTEIbBHOCTU B MpOIIECCE TeHEepaluu
tekctoB. K 2026 romy MHorue u3
BBIIIEYTIOMSHYTBIX JaKyH OKa3aJKCh
3aI10JIHEHBI.

Tak, O6naromapsi TexHonoruu Retrieved
Augmented Generation (RAG) (Lewis et al.,
2021), coBpemennble BAM nerko pemiator
3aJa4 TeHepaI TEKCTOB, BepOaIM3yIOIINX
SKCHEPTHYIO OIEHKY: 4TOObl Mpeiararb
MOJIb30BATEINI0  JIOCTOBEPHYIO HH(pOpMAIIHIO

and Applied Linguistics, 12 (3), 170-199.
DOI: 10.18413/2313-8912-2026-12-3-0-7

W3  aBTOPUTETHBIX HMCTOYHHKOB, MOJEIb
oOparraercss K CrenraJIbHbIM 0a3aM 3HaHUMH,
IMOJITOTOBIICHHBIM CIICIIHAIMCTAMU B TOM HIIH
WHOH cdepe.

BAM wMmoryr BbICTYHAaTh B KadecTBE
BHEIIHEIO0  OJKCIEepTa,  OIEHHUBAasT  CBOHU
COOCTBEHHBIE pE3YyJIbTaThl — B ATOM CIlydae
npuMmensiercs noaxox «LLM as a judgey
(Zheng et al., 2023). Mozaenu 3ddexkTuBHO
UCIIONB3YIOTCS I aHaju3a MHEHMH U
SMOIIMOHAIFHOMN TOHAJIBHOCTHU TEKCTOB
(Vatolin, 2025; Kolmogorova et al., 2025),
TECTUPYIOTCA B  3a/Ja4€ HAMOUMOHAIBHOU
oueHKH crumynbHbIX  cioB  (laroshenko,
Louckachevitch, 2025). WusiMu crioBamu,
OCTaJOCh OrPAaHMYEHHOE YHWCIO 3aJa4 B
00J1aCTH TIOPOXKJICHUSI U TIOHUMAaHUS TEKCTOB,
B KOTOPBIX €CTECTBEHHbIE KOTHUTHUBHBIC
areHThl (Jrromm) COXPaHSIOT CBOIO
UCKIIFOUUTEIBHOCTh M YHHUKaIbHOCTh. OnHa
U3 Takux cep — Co3aHue XyI0KECTBEHHBIX
TEKCTOB, 00113 Jar0IINX OpUTHUHAIBHBIM
COIEPKAHUEM, CUCTEMOM  CMEICIOB H
COOCTBEHHOM 3CTETUKOM.

B nanHO# cTarbe mpencTaBiIeH OIUH U3
aCTeKTOB paloThl, TPOBEACHHON Tpymmon
WCcClIeIoBaTeed 10 TeHepaluu  JJIMHHBIX
TeKCTOB.  [lOCKOJIBKY Ha  CErOAHSAIIHUN
MOMEHT TaK Ha3bIBaeMO€ KOHTSKCTHOE OKHO
(T.e. TO KOJIMYECTBO TOKEHOB, KoTOpoe BAM
MOXKET YIAEPKUBATh B OMEPATUBHOW IMaMSITH)
OOJIBIIMHCTBA Mojenen JIOCTaTOYHO

HAYYHBIX PE3YJ/IBTAT. BOITPOCHI TEOPETUYECKO! Y MPUKJIAZJHOW JIMHTBUCTUKH
RESEARCH RESULT. THEORETICAL AND APPLIED LINGUISTICS



@ HUY HayuHnblii pesyrbmam. Bonpocel meopemuyeckotl u npukaadHoii aunzeucmuxu. T. 12, Ne3 2026 173
benry Research result. Theoretical and Applied Linguistics, 12 (3). 2026

OTpaHUYEHO, MO/JIEJNb HE MOXET
CrCHEpUpOBaTh CBS3HBIH W  TEMaTHMYECKHU
enuHblli TekcT o0bemMom 40 000 3HaKoB u
Oonee mo omHOMY 3ampocy. B 3Toit cBs3u
«UIMHHAsT TE€HEepalus» MpelCTaBIsieT coOou
HCCIIEI0BATENBCKYIO u TEXHUYECKYIO
npo0aemMy, KOTOPOM | OBLIO IOCBSIICHO
COPEBHOBAaHME, OPraHMW30BAHHOE B paMKax
MexayHapoaHoil HaydyHOW KOH(EepeHIHH IO
TekcToBol renepanuu INLG-2024'. Onnako
B ¢oKyce Haleil CTaTbl HAXOOUTCS IPYroi
aCIeKT — HE TEXHUYECKHH, a JeKallui B
o0nacTu TCUXOJIMHIBUCTUKU TekcTa. [locrne
TOT0, KaK KOMaH/IbI-y4YaCTHUKU COPEBHOBAHUS
MIPeI0CTaBIIN OpraHu3aropam
MOJTYYHMBIIUECS CHHTETUYECKHE (aHPHUKIIH-
TEKCThI, MBI IIEpeMelIaid UX C MOIO0OHBIMU
TEKCTaMH, CO3aHHBIMH peaTbHBIMU
aBTOpaMH, MUIIYIIMMH B JaHHOM J>KaHpe.
CdhopmynupoBaB psiji KaTerOpHi, BAXKHBIX IS
XapaKTePUCTUKH XYI0)KECTBEHHOTO TEKCTa,
MBI pa3paboTalii BHYTPU KaxJIOH KaTeropHH
KpUTEpUU MJi1 OLICHMBAHUA W TPEIIOKUIH
nH(DOpPMaHTaM OIICHHTh [0 HUM MICCTh
TEKCTOB,  TpPU U3  KOTOPBIX ObUIH
CTCHEpUPOBAaHHBIMH, a JIpyrue TpH —
HAMCaHHBIMHU.

[TomyuuBimecs pe3ynbTaThl, Ha Hall
B3MIAN, TpeOyIOT  (PUIONOTUYECKOTO |
MICUXOJIUHTBUCTHYECKOTO OCMBICIICHUS],
MOCKOJIBKY B HMX HHTEPECHO HE TOJBKO TO,
KaKk  JIaHHBbIE  KaTerOpUU  TOJJAI0TCA
CUHTETUYECKOMY BOCHPOU3BEACHUIO, HO U TO,
KaK YHUTATEIN MBICIAT «XYI0’KECTBEHHOCThY.
Takum o0Opazom, 1€l JaHHOM  CTaTbu
COCTOUT B TOM, YTOOBI CPAaBHHUTH MOJIYYCHHbBIC
B OKCIIEPUMEHTE CYOBEKTUBHBIE OILIEHKH
Ka4yecTBa XYJI0’KE€CTBEHHBIX TEKCTOB,
co3manHbIX bSAM u HanmucaHHBIX JIOABMU, U
OLICHUTh Ha Marepuaje AAaHHOW KOHKPETHOU
BBIOOPKHM, Kakhe TEKCTOBbIe Kareropuu 1)
BOXHBI  JI1  CYOBEKTHBHOTO  KaHOHA
“XyHI0XKECTBEHHOTO Tekcta”,
c(hOpMHPOBAaHHOTO B CO3HAHUU CTYICHTOB-
¢uUI070TOB, TPUHUMABIIUX  y4acTHe B

! Caiitr MexnyHapogHoil HaydHOH  KOH(EepEeHLHH
International Natural Language Generation
Conference. URL: https://2025.inlgmeeting.org/ (aara
oOparmmenus: 25.05.2026).

DKCIEPUMEHTE; 2) YK€ MPHUCYTCTBYIOT B
CUHTETUYECKHUX TEKCTax, M103BOJISIS
MOCJICTHUM OTpe/IeTICHHBIM obOpazom
KOHKYpUPOBATh C HAMMCAHHBIMHU TEKCTaMHU.

2. TeXHUKM TeHepaluu JJIHHHBIX
TEeKCTOB HenpogecCHOHAJIbHOM NMPO3bI

I'maBHas npobiema reHeparumn
JUTMHHBIX TEKCTOB COCTOUT B TOM, 4TO BAM
MOKa HE CIIOCOOHBI CTPOUTH HEPAPXHUCCKH
OpraHU30BaHHBII TEKCT. OcHoBHOE
MaTeMaTH4eCKu  OOOCHOBAaHHOE  OTIIMYHE
TEKCTOB  CT€HEPUPOBAHHBIX OT  TEKCTOB
HAIMMCAaHHBIX COCTOMT B TOM, YTO 3HAYCHUS
aBTOKOPPEJALMH> Y TEPBBIX YMEHBIIAIOTCS
M0 IKCIOHEHTE, CKOJIb3s PE3KO BHU3 TI0 MeEpe
VIJIMHEHUSI TEKCTa, a y BTOPBIX — IO
CTENIEHHOMY  3aKOHY, T.€.  IOCTENEHHO
(basmneBckuii, 2018). HHBIMH cllOBaMHu,
MOJIENIb OBICTPO «3a0BIBACT» TO, YTO OBLIO
HAIMCaHO €10 paHee — YeM Jaiblie OoT
aKTyaJIbHOTO  «OKHa»  TEKCTOMOPOXKICHUS
OTOJIBUTaeTCsl  KOHTEKCT, TEM  MEHBIIe
BEPOSITHOCTh TOTO, YTO MOJEIb KaKUM-TO
o0pa3oM  CBSDKET €ro C  TEKCTOM,
reHepupyembiM B nanHbiii MoMeHT (Takahashi
and Tanaka-Ishii, 2019). bonee mmaBHOE K€
CHIDKEHUE 3HAUCHU aBTOKOPPEIALHNH, TI0

MHEHHIO H. D. MuxaiioBckoro
(Mikhaylovskiy, 2025), 00yCIIOBJICHO
HUEPAPXUYHOCTHIO OpraHu3alku
XYIOXKECTBEHHOTO  TEKCTa,  HAIMMCAaHHOTO

nucareneMm. Tak, B pomane «BoiHa u mMup»
JI. H. ToncToro MOXKHO HAac4MTaTb CEMb
YPOBHEN TEKCTOBOW MEPAPXMU: BECH POMAH —
TOM — 4YacTh — IJIaBa — maparpad — cTpoka —
oykBa (Tam xe). Ilpu sToM, peanusys Takyro
HUEPAPXUYHOCTb, MHCATENIb MOXET JETKO
NIEPEXOANUTH MEXIY YPOBHSIMH —
OTTOJIKHYBUIMCh ~OT HEKOTOPOW  JeTalH,
co3narb o0pa3 MepcoHaXka, MJCHCTBUS H
MOCTYIIKH  KOTOPOTO  COCTaBAT  OCHOBY
CIOKETHOM KaHBBl BCETO IPOU3BEACHMS.
HmmrocTpaTuBHBIN IIpUMep

2 CrarucTuueckas — Mepa,  KOTopas  IIOKa3bIBaer,
HACKOJIbKO 3HAYEHWs] OJHOrO M TOTO JK€ CHIHAa
(Hampumep, TMOCIIENOBATEIPHOCTH CJIOB B TEKCTE)
KOPPEIUPYIOT APYT C JPYrOM Ha Pa3HBIX BPEMEHHBIX
WK TPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX PACCTOSHHUSIX.
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CTPYKTYpHUPOBaHHA TAKOI'O poda UCpapXuu Ha pa60Ta 1o r€HCpanuu JIIMHHBIX

JTare MUCaTebCKOrO 3aMbICiia MOKHO HaWTH
B aBToOMorpadguueckux 3amerkax 0. Onemnu
«Hu nus 6e3 crpoukm» (Onema, 1961). B
OITHOW M3 3aMETOK MOXHO IPOCIEAMTDH, Kak
nUcarellb B PEXKUME pEabHOTO BPEMEHHU
HaMeyaeT KOHTYpPHI 3aMbIcia Oyayiield Mbechl
00 yuutene nerus [[BeTkoBe, KOTOPHIH X04eT
MMO3HAKOMUTh BCEX YYEHHMKOB IIKOJBI C
TBOPYECTBOM V. lllexcnimpa u
paccTpauBaeTcsi, KOrna HaMedeHHas 4YHTKa
TEKCTOB KJIACCHKAa IMPEBPAIACTCS B HEJEMYIO
CIIEHY M3-3a OpraHU3alMOHHOHN OIJIOLIHOCTU
ero Jiyumie ydeHuubl Tonu. Ilocne Ttaxoi,
nepBoid, wunen FO.Onema dopmynupyer
OCHOBHYIO MbICJIb OyIyIlIeH MbEChl: «KaXKIbIN
MOKeT o3HakoMuThes ¢ lllexcnupom, BaskHO
camMoMy OBITB TepoeM» U  IEPEHOCHT
najpHelee JIedCTBUE B ToAbl  Beaukoit
OteuecTBeHHOM BOIHBI, r1e ToHs repoiicku
norubaer ot pyk ¢ammcroB. HHbIMH
CIIOBAMH, MBICIb WHCATENS JBUKETCS OT
MepBOM BO3HUKIIEH B €ro BOOOpaXKeHHUH
CIICHBI K OOIIEeMy 3aMBICIIy IbEChl, YTOOBI
3aTeéM BHOBb BEPHYTHCS K Pa3BEpPTHIBAHHUIO
nanpHenero croxera. Kpome toro, B ciydae
KOJIBIIEBOM CTPYKTYphl pOMaHa, MUCAaTelb B
KOHIIE TEKCTa MOXET MPEJIOKHUTh YNUTATEIIO
BHOBb OOpaTUTbCA K HEKOTOPHIM Ba)KHBIM
OpHEHTHUPaM, OCTABIEHHBIM HM B Hadaje
TeKCTa  Juld  TOro,  4roObl  TOJHEe
MEPEOCMBICITUTh ~ METaMOpP(O3bl,  KOTOPHIE
nepexkun repoit  (ILxmoBckmii, 2025: 58).
Takum 00pazoM, WMEHHO TPUCYTCTBHE
HEepapXUYHOCTH Ha YPOBHE XYyI0KECTBEHHOM
OpTaHu3aIH MTO3BOJISIET MPHU3HABATH
HEKOTOPYIO COBOKYITHOCTb ¢bpa3
€CTECTBEHHOTO  SI3bIKa  XYIOXKECTBEHHBIM
tekctoM (Jlorman, 1998: 38).

Crnenyer npusHarb, uyto moka bSM He
MOTYT B TOJIHOM Mepe BBICTPOUTH MOA0OHYIO
MEepapXuIo U CBOOOTHO MEPEMEIaThCs MEXKITY
ee ypoBHsIMH, o00HO yenoBeky (Ippolito et
al., 2022; Jin et al., 2022), m0BONBCTBYSACH
poibio accucteHTta mmcarens (Singh et al.,
2023; Zhong et al., 2023; Zhou et al., 2024)
wm nodta (Chakrabarty et al.,, 2022). Ha
MTOWCK BO3MOXHBIX ITyTEH MPEOIOTICHUS ITHX
TPYIHOCTEH U Oblia HallelieHa KOJIJICKTUBHAS

XyA0KECTBEHHbBIX TeKCTOB B pamkax INLG.

OO6mass ~ MeronoJiorThyYecKkas  paMka
sKciepuMeHToB ¢ BSJM Obina BeICTpOEHA
CIIEYIOIIUM 00pa3oM.

3aauell yYaCTHUKOB OBLIO MOJIYYUTh OT
BSAM, BBIOOp KOTOPBIX HE OTPAaHHUYHBAJICS,
TEKCThI JFOOMTENHCKOW TPO3bI M0 MOTHBAM
pomana [[xoan Poymunr «lappu IloTTep».
BaxxnbiM yciioBueM OBUIO TO, YTO TEKCT
JIOJKEH OBbITh HAIMCaH Ha aHIJIMHCKOM SI3bIKE,
a ero o0beM HE JOJKEH ObLI OBITh MEHBIIIE,
yeM 40 000 3HakoB. B kauecTBEe HEKOTOpPOU
HAa4YaJbHOM CTUMYJIBHOM HHCTPYKUUH IS
BAM mnpennaranmuch TekcThl oobemom 1500

3HAKOB, HallCaHHbIE CTY/IEHTaMU-
nuHrBHCTaMu 4 Kypca  OakanaBpCKOii
nporpamMmbl  “JIMHTBUCTHKA”  OTACJICHUS
MHOCTPAHHBIX A3BIKOB ITepmckoro
roCy/l1apCTBEHHOTO HAI[MOHAJIbHO
HCCIIE/I0BATEIILCKOTO YHUBEpCUTETA U

NPEACTaBISIOMUE CO00i 3a4MHBI HCTOPHHA Ha
OCHOBE CHOXKETa pOMaHa.

BoNBIIMHCTBOM  KOMaH]I-y4aCTHUKOB
COpCBHOBaHMs Oblla TPUMCHEHA OJH3Kas
METOIOJIOTHSI.

Tak, B (Seredina, 2024) ucnonb3oBaics
MOAXO0/I, TPXU KOTOPOM Ha nepBoM dtane bAM
Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.2-GPTQ?
reHepUpoBaia CTPYKTYpy HappaTuBa: oOiiee
OTHCAaHHE KOHTEKCTa, B KOTOPOM MPOUCXOAUT
JeiicTBUE; 3aBA3KY; KYITbMUHAIMIO U Pa3BsA3KY
UCTOPUU. 3aT€M C IOMOIIBI0 HOBOTO IPOMIITA
U TOH K€ MOJIENT! TeHEPUPOBAINCH HA3BAHMUSI
IJ1aB M UX KpaTkoe conuepkanue. Ha Tperbem
JTare TPOBOAMIACH TOHKAash  HACTpOHKa
MOJEIHN Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.2-GPTQ,
KOoTOpas 1000y4asach THOPUIHBIM CIIOCOOOM
Ha OCHOBE METOJOB OOyuY€HHs C Yy4YHUTEJIeM
(Supervised Learning) u camooOyuenus (Self-
Supervised  Learning). Jns  ToHKOH
HACTPOWKH MOJIENT WCIIONB30BAJICS JIATACET,
KOTOpBI cocTosl U3 TekcToB 500 KHUT Ha
aHTIIMACKOM  SI3bIKE,  Pa3MEIICHHBIX  Ha
mnardpopme mpoekta I'yrremGepr?. Kaxmas

3 https://huggingface.co/TheBloke/Mistral-7B-Instruct-
v0.2-GPTQ

4 https://www.qgutenberg.org/
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KHUTa pa3ouBanach Ha (parmeHTsl mo 1500
3HAKOB, Ul KOTOpBIX 3areM bSM nasana
KpaTkuii nepecka3. Takum oOpazom, Monenu
o0Oydajacb  COMNOCTAaBIATh  MEpecKka3 M|
pa3BepHYTHI OpurMHaIbHBIM TekcT. [locie
TaKOM TOHKOM HacTpoiiku Mistral-7B-Instruct-
v0.2-GPTQ moJryJasa MPOMIIT Ha
AQHIJIMMCKOM  SI3BIKE  TAKOIO  COJEP)KaHUSA:
«[IpencraBb, 4TO Thl BETUKHUN MUCATEIb U Thl
MUUIENIb TEKCT, CJIEAysl CHOKETHOM KaHBE
<omucaHHe COAEp>KaHUS IJIaBbl, MOJYUYEHHOE
Ha npeablayniemM srane>. Onuiliyd HE TOJIBKO
JICUCTBUSA TEPCOHAXKEW, HO M HX YYBCTBA,
[IOBEICHUE U MOTHBBL, J00aBb CTOJIBKO
JeTalel, CKOJBKO HYXHO». B pesynbrare
peanu3anui TakoW CTPYKTYPHI ObUT MOIy4eH
TekeT Tpedyemoro oobema B 40 000 3HAKOB.
JlaHHBIN TEKCT B HaIIeW BbIOOpKE 0003HAYEH
HOMEpOM 6.

B (Boriskin, Galimzianova, 2024)
OIMCAH CXOJHBIH, HO HE UJICHTUYHBIA METO.:
aBTOPBI HE HCII0JIb30BAJIM TOHKYIO HACTPOIKY,
a TPOCUIM MOJIelb T€HEPUPOBaTh CHayaia
obmiee copepkaHUe HCTOPHH, 3aTeM —
Ha3BaHMUS IJIaB M KpaTKoe COAEpKaHHE
KaXJ0W IVIaBbl, a IOTOM IIOCJIEI0BaTEIbHO
nmomaBayd Ha BXox Moxenu Llama 3.1° (70
MUJUIAAPIIOB napameTpoB) TIPOMIITHI,
KOTOpBIE  colepkalu B cebe  KpaTKui
IepecKas Coep KaHus MpeabIayen massl. B
Hariei BbIOOpKe TaHHBIA TEKCT OyneT MMETh
HoMmep 3.

[Toxoxuii 1moOAXOX  IPUMEHSIICA B
MOJeNnH,  KoTopas  ObUla  TNpeasoxkeHa
OpraHM3aTOpaMH copeBHOBaHMA. CHauana Ha
Bxon bAM mnomaBanack MHCTPYKUHS Ha
AHIJIMICKOM A3BIKE CIIEYIOILETO
cogepxanus: «lIperncraBb, 4TO Thl BETUKHI
nucareiab W Thl XOYEllb Hamucarb HOBYIO
kaury o lappm Ilorrepe. Hcnonb3yi
CIEeNyIOUMN 3a4iMH [ Hayaja MCTOpUU
<OIMH W3  3aYMHOB,  MPENJIOKEHHBIX
cryneHtamu>. Pasmenu cBoe  omnmcaHue
CIOKETa Ha 5 dyacted 1o  oOpasmy:
“Copepxanue:  Yacte  No:  ommcanue
conepkanusi yactu’ . He moGaBnsii HHKakux

5 https://llama3-1.com/
5 https://Isgc.vercel.app/baseline

KOMMEHTapHeB». AHAJOTHYHBIM  00pa3zoMm
TeHEPUPOBAINCH OMUCAHUS OTJEJIBHBIX TJIaB,
a 3aTeM Ha BXOJl MOJIETH MOJaBaIUCh KpaTKue
cColep)KaHUsl ~ TaB,  4YTOOBI  TIOJYYUTH
cOOCTBEHHO TEKCT IaBbl. [lomyueHHBbINH TeKCT
Oyner ¢urypupoBarh B Hamieil BHIOOpKE TOJ
Homepom 5 (Migal et al., 2024).

Takum 00pa3oM OBUIO TONYYEHO TPHU
CUHTETHUYECKHUX TEKCTa JIFOOUTEIHCKON MPO3BI
Ha aHDIMHACKOM SI3bIKE 10 MOTHBaM pOMaHa
Jxoan Poynunr «"appu [loTTep».

OOmast omucarenbHasi CTaTUCTHKA I10
CUHTETHYECKHUM U ECTECTBEHHBIM TEKCTaM,
YYaCTBOBABIIMM B TICUXOJUHTBUCTHYECKOM

OKCIIEPUMEHTE IO  OIEHKE  KauecTBa
reHepaluy  TpeACTaBlIeHa B pasjese
«Marepuai U METOJIbI».

3. OcHOBHbBIE KaTeropuu

XYAOKECTBEHHOI'0 TEKCTA

B HCCIICAOBAaHUAX 8(0) CO3JaHHUIO
CUHTCTUUCCKUX XYOOXKCCTBCHHBIX TCKCTOB
YK€ CIOXHWIACh HEKOTOpAs KpUTCpHUaJIbHAA
CCTKa, KOTOpasd HUCIOJB3YCTCA IIPpHU OLCHKC

KauecTBa  TIeHepallid  TaKoro  TEKCTa
uHpopmantamu. Hampumep, B (Lee et al,
2024) CrE€HEpPUPOBAHHbBIC TEKCThI
OLICHUBAIOTCS o 8 KaTeropusM:
KOTE€PEHTHOCTh (COOTBETCTBYIOT M
3aroJIOBKU TEKCTY); JIOTUYHOCTh
pa3BepTHIBAaHUS  CIOKETa;  pazHooOpasue
TEMaTUIECKUX JIMHHAN B rporecce
pa3BepTHIBAHUS HappaTUBHOU CXEMBI;
MIOBTOPSIEMOCTh TEeM (oueHuBaercs,

HACKOJIBKO YCIIEIIHO B Cr€HEpHUPOBAHHOM
TEKCTE€ yHaeTcss M30erarb CEeMaHTHYECKHUX
IIOBTOPOB);  «IIOJI€3HOCTh  MH(OpMAIIN,
N00aBIIIEMON B YaCTAX, KOHKPETU3UPYIOIIHX
OOIIyl0 HappaTUBHYIO CXEMY; «CTEHCHb
VITYYIICHHSI (onieHnBaer, HACKOJIBKO
KOHKPETU3UPYIOIIUN TEKCT OT/IEIbHBIX TJIaB U
YacTel JIydine pacKpbIBaeT IETald U CMBICITBI
oOmieit HappatuBHOUW cxembl). B pabotax
(Kryscinski et al., 2019; Shen et al., 2023;
Guan et al.,, 2022) B kayecTBe OCHOBHBIX
KaTeTOpUid  WCTONB3YIOTCS:  PEIEBAaHTHOCTb
TE€M; COOTBETCTBHE dacTell (CBs3b wyacTei
TEKCTa  MEXIy  co0oif); OTCYTCTBHE
MOBTOPSIIOIIMXCS ~ CIOXKETOB,  OTCYTCTBHE
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XA0THYECKUX CIICH, 0ernocThb
(ecTecTBEHHOCTh TEKCTa Ka)KJ10T0
MIPEAJIOKECHHS ).

B HallleM JKCIICPUMEHTE MBI

00OpaTWIINCh K JIMHTBUCTHYECKON Tpaaullvu
ONHUCAHMs  XYIOKECTBEHHOTO  TEKCTa H
NPETIOKIIN HHPOPMAHTAM OLEHUTh TEKCTHI
0 CJICAYIOUIMUM KaTerOpUsIM: KOI€PEHTHOCTb,
CMBICJIOBAsI CBSI3HOCTb, JIEKCHKO-
rpaMMaTHYecKasi CBS3HOCTb, JHHAMUYHOCTD
puT™Ma MIOBECTBOBAHUS, MPUCYTCTBHUE
CYOBCKTHMBHOMH  MOJAJIbHOCTH  COMHCHHUS,
IMOIIMOHAJIBHOCTD, BHIPA3UTEIBHOCTb.

O6ocHyeM BBIOOP KaTeropuii.

B HEMEIKOM  IIKOoJie  aHaiu3a
TEKCTyaJIbHOCTH  (Hampumep, B paboTax

P.-A. borpanna u B. Hpeccnepa)
KOT'€PEHTHOCTD MMOHUMAETCS KaK
KOTHUTHBHBIE B3aUMOCBSI3H MEXKIY

KOMITIOHCHTAaMMU TCKCTA, KOTOPBLIC IbITAOTCA
YCTAHOBHUTDH MPOAYLEHT M PEIMITUCHT TEKCTa
(®umunmos, 2007: 127). Bo d¢paniy3ckoit

TpaguIuu I1. Tapomo u J1. MsHTHO
KOHKPETU3HPYIOT JTAHHYIO KaTeropuio:
KOTEPEHTHOCTh — O3TO TaKOW IPUHIIMII
OpraHM3aIi TEKCTa, KOTOPBIA ITO3BOJISICT
YUTATENIO 3aKJIFOYHUTD, 4YTO
MOCJICAOBAaTEILHOCTh  YacTe TEKCTa HeE
SBIIAETCA IPOM3BOJIBLHOMN (Charaudeau,

Maingueneau, 2002; Charolles, 1978;
Combettes, 1978). IlpeacraBnsiercsi, YTO
JAHHBI YHUBEPCAJbHBIM IPUHLHUI TaKXKe
ClIelyeT  WCIONb30BaThb  JJs  OLICHKHU
CUHTETUYECKHUX XY0’KECTBEHHBIX TEKCTOB.

Uro Kacaercs KOT€3UH, TO
N. P. l'anbnepun OTMEYAET, 4To B
XYJ10’)KECTBEHHOM TEKCTe HAaCTOJIBKO
MeperyIeTeHbl MCUX0JIOTUYECKUE, JTOTHUECKHe
u (dbopManbHO-CTPYKTYPHBIE cpencTaa
KOT€3UH, YTO TPYAHO JaTh UX CTPOTYIO
TUTIOJOTUYECKYIO XapaKTEPUCTUKY
(Tanbniepun, 2007: 74).

Mpbl BbIOpanu [Ba acmekTa KOTE3WH:
CMBICJIOBYIO CBSI3HOCTh u JIEKCUKO-
rpaMMaTU4YeCcKyl0  CBSA3HOCTh.  BakHOCTB
MEPBOr0 acleKTa MPOUCTEKaeT M3 TOT0, 4YTO
OOIIMIT CMBICT TEKCTA BBISICHSAETCS aJpecaroM
MOCTETIEHHO, Ha OCHOBE HAKOIUIEHUS U
aHanM3a UH(OpPMAIMK U3 €r0 MUHUMAIIbHBIX

CMBICJIOBBIX ~4acTe€i, NpH 3TOM JIOTHKA
paccyKIeHuss aBropa ©  €ro  JIOTHUKa
M3JIOKEHHs] MOTYT HE BCEerla COBNAJAaTh
(MarBeeBa, 1990: 23). J[lnsg  OLEHKH
komrereHimid Al kaxk mnucarens B 3amade
JUIMHHOM TEHepaluu 4Ype3BbIYAaHHO Ba)XHO
OLICHUTh, CMOKET JIM TAKOW «CUHTETUYECKHIN»
aBTOP CHPAaBUTHCSA C 3aJadeld HEIMHEHHOU
OpraHu3alyu X012 MBICIIH.

Jlexcuko-rpaMMaTuieckass — CBA3HOCTh
SBJISICTCS. ~ HEOOXOAMMOW  MPEANOCHLIKOM
CO3JJaHUsSI  CBSI3BHOCTH  CMBICJIOBOH,  HO

NEHCTBYeT NPEMMYIIECTBEHHO Ha YpPOBHE
MUKPOKOHTEKCTOB.

Cnenyromasi Kareropus — 3TO PUTM
MOBECTBOBAHUA B XYHOKECTBEHHOM TEKCTE,
KOTOPBIN OXBATBIBAET PA3HBIC €r0 YPOBHH H
BKJIIOYAET B c€0sl: Pa3IMYHOrO pojia MOBTOPSI,
KOHTPACThl T€X WJIM MHBIX MOTHBOB, 00Pa30B
U CHUTyallMil, 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH CHOKETHOI'O
JIBUKCHMUSI, COOTHOUICHHUS Pa3IMYHBIX
KOMITO3UIIMOHHO-PEYEBBIX €/IMHUII,
OTIpENICICHHBI TIOPSIIOK B Pa3BEPTHIBAHUH
CUCTEMBI 00Pa30B-XapaKTEPOB U KaXJIOTO U3
HUX B OT/ACIBHOCTH, MEIOIUYHOCTH (hpassl,
cnenu(uka TMOCTpOCHHE  CBEPX(PPa30OBBIX
emnacTB  (Tmpmman, 1974:  128). Hac
MHTEPECOBANO, yAAcTCs JIM B CUHTETUYECKUX
TEKCTaX YBHUJETh JABIDKEHHE pHUTMa, €ro
CMEHY, OOYCIIOBJICHHYIO XYyH0)KE€CTBEHHbBIM
3aMBICIIOM.

B (Zhang et al., 2022) craBurcs
npobnemMa, cBs3aHHas ¢ TeM, uto bAM, B
OTIMYHME OT 4YeJIOBEeKa, “HEe OCO3HarT”’
OTPaHUYEHHOCTH CBOMX 3HAHUM, TTOITOMY UM
HE CBOMCTBEHHO cOMHeHHe. OTTOJKHYBIINCH
OT JIaHHOTO TE3UCa, Mbl PELIWIM BBECTH B
YHCIIO TEKCTOBBIX KaTeTOpUH, MOANEKAIIUX
OIICHUBAHMIO, «IIPHCYTCTBHE CYOBEKTHBHOM
MOJATbHOCTH COMHEHHUS», TIOAPa3yMeBasi, UTo
JaHHas MOAAILHOCTh MOXKET MPUCYTCTBOBATH
KaKk B aBTOPCKOM ITOBECTBOBAHMM B Cllydae
TOMOJIMETETHYECKOr0  TEeKCTa, TaK H
B PEIUIMKAaX TePOEeB WM B WX HAappaTWBax B
ClIy4ae reTepoJUereTHYeCcKoro TeKCra.

Mpl  Takke BKIIOYMIM B YHCIO
OIICHWBAEMBIX KATETOPU CHHTAKCHYECKYIO
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CTPYKTYPY MIPEAJIOKCHHM i
BBIPA3UTENbHOCTD. [IepByI0 — MOCKOJBKY MpU
clIokHOM cuHTakcuce bBSJM eme wHorma
TEHEPUPYIOT cnabo COIIACOBAHHBIC
KOHCTPYKIIHM, a BO BTOPYIO KaTE€rOpHUI0 MbI

BKJIIOYNJIN OLICHKY KpCaTuBHOCTU n
pa3H006pa3I/I>1 CTUIIUCTUYCCKUX  IIPUEMOB,
HCIIOJIB30BaHUC NIaHuOM, KOTOPBIC

TPAIUIIMOHHO CYHMTAIOTCS CJIa0bIM MECTOM
MOJIENICH, a TaKXKe CTEIEHb BBIICICHHOCTH
CHJIBHBIX TIO3HIHUIA TEKCTa', B COOTBETCTBHH C
KOHIICTIIUEH  CTHJINCTUKU  JCKOAUPOBAHUS
(Apnomnsa, 2019).

Pemeno ObUIO TaKke MCIOJIB30BATh
KaTerOpUI0  SMOLMOHAIBHOCTH, IOCKOJIBKY
«XYIOKECTBEHHAsI  JIATEparypa  OTpaxkaer
KHU3Hb KaK KapTHHY MHUpPa B CYyOBEKTHBHO-
SMOIMOHAIBHOM TPEJIOMIICHUU KOHKPETHOTO
aBropa» (IllaxoBckuii, 2010: 64). B 3TOoM
OTHOIICHUW WHTEPECHO OBLJIO TOCMOTPETb,

OyneT 1M SMOLMOHAJIBHOCTh «BBIABATH
MPUCYTCTBUE WJIM  OTCYTCTBME  aBTOpa-
YeJI0BEKa.

Taoauna 1. OnmcarenpHas CTAaTUCTHKA TI0 TEKCTAM

Table 1. Descriptive statistics for the texts

4. MarepuaJ ¥ MeTOIbI ICUXOJMHIBUCTH-
YeCKOro IKCIepuMeHTa

Marepuan TUISI SKCIEPUMEHTA
COCTaBWIM 6 TEKCTOB, 3 M3 KOTOPBIX OBLIH
CreHepupoBaHbl (B Tabmumax [-2 uMeET
MOCTPUKC _gen, a 3areM Ha MPOTHKCHUH
BCEIO TEKCTa OHU YHOTPEONSIOTCA TOA
MOCTOSSHHBIMH HOMEpaMu — TekeT Ne 3,
TtekcT Ne 5, rekct Ne 6), a emie 3 — HanmUCcaHbI
peaNlbHBIMU  aBTOpaMH-aHropoHamMu, B
TEUEHHE HECKOJbKUX JIeT MHIIYIIUMU B
¢danarckux coobmectBax Jlxoan PoynuHr
O0BeM kaxkgoro tekcra cocraswia or 40000
mo 45000 3HakoB 0e3 mpoOenoB, a
CyMMapHbIi HWTOTOBBIH KOPIYC COCTaBUII
267 000 3nakoB. B Tabnuue 1 npeacrasineHsl
3HAYEHHUS ONHCATENbHBIX CTAaTUCTUK  JUIS
JIAHHBIX TEKCTOB, a B Ta0yuile 2 — 3HAYCHHS
psAa METPUK JMHTBUCTHUYECKOW CIIOKHOCTH.
Tak, MBI MOJKEM HaOJFOaTh, YTO OJUH TEKCT
(Ne 6) u3 3 creHepUpOBaHHBIX TEKCTOB UMEET
HanOOJIBIINE B LIEJIOM 10 BHIOOpPKE 3HAUCHHUS
CpenHell  JJMMHBI  ClIOBa M CPEIHEro
KOJINYECTBA CJIOTOB B CJIOBE, MPU 3TOM BCE
CreHEepPHUPOBAaHHBIE TEKCTHl HMEIOT OOIbIIIHE
3HAYCHHUS CPEAHEU JUTMHBI TPEIJIOKCHUS B

No Cpennss Cpenssist 1ivHa Oomuiast 1yiMHA B Cpennee OO6mas 1yvHa B
KOJIMYECTBO
Tekcra JUTUHA CJIOBA TPeIOKEHUSI MIPE/ITIOKESHUSIX CJIoBax
CJIOTOB Ha CJIOBO

1 453 9.34 2503 1.55 23385

2 4.38 12.13 3233 1.5 39203
3_gen 4.44 15.31 3283 1.51 50179

4 4,52 11.97 3590 1.55 42954
5_gen 4.48 13.46 3040 1.51 40926
6_gen 5.98 14.63 3308 2.01 48278

" CusnibHBIE TIO3UIMKU TEKCTA — ITO BJIEMEHTBI, KOTOPHIE
UTpalOT KJIOYEBYI0 pOJb B PACKPBITUM OCHOBHOM
TEMBI, HMepapxunu 00pa3oB W HAEH XyI0KECTBEHHOTO
mpousBeneHus. OHH  cIOyXaT OPHEHTHpAMH IS
(hopmMHupOBaHUA CTpaTeruu BOCTIPUSATHS u
MIPEIBAPUTEIHHOTO TPOTHO3MpOoBaHUA. K CHIBHBIM
no3uiusM Tekcrta M. B. ApHomba OoTHOCHT: smurpad,
3aroIOBOK, HAa4ajlo TeKcTa M ero KoHen (ApHOJIbT,
2019).
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MeTtpuka Onema-KnuHkeina pacCuuThIBAETCS IS aHTIIMMCKOTO sI3bIKa 1O (hopMyIie:
0.39 X (obuee Ko — Eo cnoE / obuee Koo — Bo npednoxeHuil) + 11.8 X (obmee Koa
— B0 c1orok / obulee Ko — Bo c10E) — 15.59 [23].

Ilo naHHOM MeETpHUKE 3HAYEHHs BCEX
CTCHEPHUPOBAHHBIX TEKCTOB B Pa3HOM CTEIIEHU
NPEBBILIAIOT 3HAYEHUs Ui HANMCAHHBIX
TEKCTOB. HawnGonpmme OTJINYHS
oOHapyxuBaeT TeKcT Ne 6.

Merpuka MATTR (Moving-Avatage
Type-Token-Ratio)  BbicuMTBIBacTCS 1O
dhopmyie:

KONU4ecmeo YHUKAIbHbIX Cl108 / obujee
Konuyecmao cnos) x 100%

i 1000
i a

DI (§] F - xomuuectBO YHUKAJIbHBIX CJIOB,
A — o011ee KOJIM4eCTBO CIIOB.

OpmHako JenaeTcs d3TO Ha OTpe3Kax
YCTaHOBJICHHON HCCIeoBaTeNieM JIHHbBL (Y
Hac 310 — 100 croB), a 3arem mocie

Tadamua 2. 3Ha4eHns1 METPHUK CIOKHOCTH TEKCTOB

Table 2. Values of text complexity metrics

00paboTku Bcex cermMeHTOB 3HadeHus TTR
YCPEITHSIOTCSI.

Otmeuaem (Tabmuna 2), 9To y ABYX U3
TpeX CreHEPHPOBAHHBIX TEKCTOB 3HAYCHHE
METPHKH  MEHBIIE, YeM Yy  TEKCTOB
€CTECTBEHHBIX, TO €CTh TEKCTHI 3 Hu 5
COJIepKaT MEHbIIIE, YeM HAIMCAHHBIC TEKCTHI
I, 2, 4, yHukanpHbIX JiemMM. HckiroueHue
coctaBisieT Tekct Ne 6, I8 KOTOPOrO
METpHUKa JIEKCHYECKOTO pa3HOOOpa3us MMEeT
caMble BBICOKHE 3HAuCHUS B BHIOOPKE.
Hapax_legomena orpaskaeT KOJIM4ECTBO CIIOB
B TEKCTE€, BCTPCYAIOIIMXCS  CIUHOXKIBI,
MO3TOMY JIOTUYHO, 4YTO pacHpelelieHue ee
3HAYEHUH B IIEJIOM MTOBTOPSIET pacipeneieHne
sHauennii MATTR.

Tei\(rzTa Nunexc rerra-Kunkeiina MATTR hapax_legomena
1 6.31 0.143 1622
2 6.79 0.129 2627
3_gen 8.21 0.083 1739
4 7.39 0.143 3250
5 gen 7.5 0.097 1787
6_gen 13.84 0.184 3790

B kadectBe OCHOBHOTO METOAA MBI

HCTIONIb30BaNIN METO]
NICUXOJIMHIBUCTUYECKOTO JKCIEPUMEHTa, B
KOTOPOM uH(pOpMaHTaM (N=18)

mpenarajoch MPOYUTaTh TEKCT U OIEHHUTH
€ro 1O pa3HbBIM KaTeTOpHsM, HCIOIb3YS
mKanel oT 1 70 5, a Takke BBICKa3aTh CBOIO
TOYKY 3pEHHS OTHOCHTEIBHO TEKCTa B
cBOOOMHOM (opMe wuIM Tmepeckasarb €ro.
Jlanubie 00 mH(pOpMaHTaX MPEICTaBICHHI B
tabmuue 3: B BBIOOpKE JOMUHUPYIOT

JKEHIMHbBI, CPEeAHUH BO3pacT HH(POPMaHTOB
20 5eT M NIECTh MECAIEB, MOAABIISIOIIEE
OOJIBIIIMHCTBO BJaJI€eT AHIIMHUCKUM S3bIKOM
Ha ypoBHsx B1-B2, no perynspHocTtu ureHus
JUIMHHBIX TEKCTOB HA aHIVIMMCKOM SI3BIKE
MH(OPMaHTHI Pa3IEIWINCh Ha TPU MPUMEPHO
paBHbIE TpyHNbl — yuTao 1 pa3 B Henemo/ B
Mecal/ B moaroma. Bcee uH)OpMaHTHI
ABISAOTCA ~ cTyneHTaMmu 3 kypca  OII
“@unonorus” HHWY BIID -  CaHkr-
[TerepOypr.
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Ta6muna 3. O6mas xapakTepucTuka HHGOPMAHTOB
Table 3. General characteristics of the informants

Ternep % Cpenmmii Bospact VYpoBeHb aﬂmonncxoro PerHHpH?CTL YTEHHs Ha
s3bIKa %0 AHIIMHCKOM SI3BIKE
" K Apyroe STD Mean B1 B2 c1 1 pa3B 1 pa3 B 1 pa3 B
age HEIemo | Mecsl (ol igeic:]
222 | 722 7.6 2.13 20.6 55.56 | 38.89 | 5.56 33.3 33.3 344

B mnpunoxenun Google Forms Obu1
CO3JaH  ONPOCHHUK, CTPYKTypa KOTOPOTO
MpeACTaBICHA HUKE (Tabmuna 4).
WNucTpykuus chopmynupoBaHa TaKUM
oOpazoMm, 4TOObI WMH(GOPMAHT MOT OIIEHUTH
KaTeropuy JIMHTBUCTHKU TEKCTa, B3SATHIC
HaMHU 32 OCHOBY KaTeropuil OIIEHKH, B TOM
gyruciae 0Oe3 omopsl Ha mNpodeccHoHaIbHBIE
¢buonoruuecKre 3HaHus — MPEArnoaaraioch,
9TO HEOOXOTUMBIM H JIOCTATOYHBIM SIBIISICTCS
HaJM4Me YUTaTelabCcKoro ombiTa. Kpome Toro,
¢  wuHpopMaHTamMu  ObIa  TIPOBEJCHA
TPEHUPOBOYHAS CECCUsl pa3METKHU, B XOJe
KOTOPOW Ha JPYIHX TEKCTaXx OOCYKIAIUCh
KpUTEPUU U OCOOCHHOCTH  OIICHUBAHMS.
OnpocHUK TpeaBapsuia ciexyromas oouas
WHCTPYKLIHUSA:

lopocue  Opysvsa,  cnacubo,  umo
NPOOONdCUNU  YHACMBOBAMb 6  HAuleM
uccneoosanuu. Bam  na  snexmpoumwvie
noumosvle AWUKU OblIU OMNPAGIeHbl MpU
(noka, 603MO0JcHO nomom Oobasumcs euje
08a) mekcma. Omo  nwobumenvckue
nposaudeckue mekcmsl no momusam «lappu
Ilommepa». Bawa umozoeas 3adaua —
OYEeHUMb ecmecmeeHHOCb OAHHBIX MEKCMO8
no mem WKAIaM, KOMopbvle bl NPeOloNCUNU

Tadamua 4. CTpykTypa onpocHHUKa
Table 4. Questionnaire structure

camu, a Mbvl NPOCMO OMOOPANU HYHCHO U
cmpykmypuposanu. Bom neckonvko o0bwux
npasus, KOMOpbIMU Mbl Hpediazaem 6am
PYKOBOOCMBOBAMbCA: 1) cHauana
O3HAKOMbMECL €O WKALAMU — HAUE20
ONpocHuKa (oH Oyoem cocmosmo U3 yemolpex
Pazoenos — no 0OHOMY pasoeny 0/ KaAdiHco020
meKkcma, 8 Kajdcoom paszoeie uwKauvl Oyoym
NOBMOPAMbCs, HO HAYHeme 6bl C MAK
HA3b18AEMOU  «NACNOPMUYKUY, M.e. 00uux
ceedenusix 06 ungopmanme);, 2) 3amem
BHUMAMENbHO NPOYUmMalme NO 4ACMAM UIU
EOUHBIM PbIBKOM NEpPeblll MEeKCm U OYeHume
e2o 6 nepgom paszdene;, 3) AHAIOSUYHLIM
obpazom nocmynume co Cire0VIoWuMu 08yMsl
mexkcmamu, 4) ecau ecmvb He0OX0OUMOCHD,
8bl  MOJICEMe BEPHYMbCS K KANCOOMY U3
paszoenos u usMeHumsv Oyewxku; 5) nocie
Kasicooeo pazdena mvl Oydem npeonazamo
8amM 8 OMKPLIMOU popme 3anucams KaKue-mo
ceou pegnexcuu Ha memy. Hy, Oasaiime
HauHeM. Chnauana HeboNbUloU
COYUONUHSBUCUYECKULL  OOK, YmMOoObl  Mbl
3HAMU O 8aAC HEMHO20 OOlbule, YeM 8 NepeoM
onpoce, Ha  2NEKMPOHHYIO — NOYMY  NO-
NpPEHCHEeMY HYIHCHO 0obasumaw ons
omuemnocmu...C’est la vie

Biok

Bormpocsl

0. ITacmoptuuxa 1. Ckonbko Bawm sret?

2. K xakomy renzaepy Bol cedst otHOCHTE?

3. Ha xaxom ypoBHe Bbl 3HaeTe aHIHHACKHUHN SI3BIK?

4. C xaxoil IepHOJUIHOCTHI0 BBl unTaere miuHHBIE TeKcThl (Oosee 25 crpaHuin)
Ha aHTJIMKACKOM s13bIKe? (HUKOT/a He YUTAal0, pa3 B TOJ, Pa3 B MOJIT0/a, pa3 B MECHIII,
pa3 B HEJIETIO, KAKIIBIHN JIEHB)

1. KorepeHTHOCTH

1.1.0Ouenute CMBICIOBOE COOTBETCTBHE Ha3BaHUA (aH(HKA JaTbHEHIIEMY TEKCTY
1o cJenyroniel mkaie, rae 1 — He COOTBETCTBYET COBCeM (BOOOIIE HETOHSTHO,
moueMy TaK Ha3BajH), 3 — CBS3aHO C OOmEH TeMoW TeKcTa, 5 — BCKPBIBAET
ITyOMHHBIE CMBICIIBI TEKCTa, 001a1aeT METa(pOPUIHOCTBIO;
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1.2.HackoiapKO TapMOHHYHO COYETAIOTCS HA3BaHUS TJIAB W TOAINIAB C OOIINM
CTWJIEM TEKCTa U coJiep)KaHueM IiiaB 1 noarias? Mcenonesyiite mkany Huxe, e 1
— HE YyBCTBYIO HM I'apMOHHH, HU COOTBETCTBHS; 3 — KaKeTcsl K oOlei teme
Ha3BaHUS IOJXOMAT, HO CTHJIMCTHKAa HE Ta WJIM Ha3BaHUS 3aMBICIIOBATHIE MU
BITUCBHIBAIOTCS B OOIIMI CTHIIB, HO KaK OYJTO HE COBCEM IPO TO; 5 — UyBCTBYETCS U
OOIMI WHIUBUIYaAJIbHBIH CTHIIb, U, TIOCMOTPEB Ha Ha3BAHUS, MOXHO ITPEACTABUTH
ce0e 0 YeM IMOHeT peub U He OIINONTHCS;

1.3.0menuTe KpemocTh XyHAOKECTBCHHOW CBS3M, KOTOpas CYIIECTBYET MEXKIy
BCEMH DJIEMEHTaMH TEKCcTa IO IuKane, rae 1 — "IOBCIONY pa3BelIaHBl PYyXKbs,
KOTOpBIE HE CTpensroT”, 3 — OONBIIMHCTBO TEpPCOHAKEH, MeHcTBHH W meTaneit
B3aMOOOYCIIOBIIMBAIOT CYIIECTBOBAHUE JAPYT APYra, HO €CTh KaKUe-TO CTpaHHbIe
BEILH, KOTOPBIE, TIOSBUBIINCH, HCUE3aI0T B HUKY/A; 5 — BCE PY)Kbs BEICTPEIINBAIOT;
1.4.Ouenute mpuUCYTCTBHE B TEKCTE SIUHON HIEW 1O ImKaje, rae 1 — s ee HE
ynoBHI (2); 3 — KaKhue-TO OOPBIBOYHBIC MBICIH BCIIBIXMBAIOT, HO OOBEAMHUTH BO
YTO-TO €AWHOE TPYAHO; 5 — OJHO3HAYHO €CTh

2. CMbICTIOBast CBSI3HOCTD 2.1. CmorxeTe 11 BBl IIepecKa3aTh OCHOBHOM croxeT TekcTa? OLeHHuTe Mo IIKaie,
rae 1 — HM 3a 4TO, TaM TaK BCE 3allyTaHO U OSCCMBICICHHO; 3 — 51 BOOOIIE IIJI0XO
NepecKas3blBalo, HO MONPOOYI0; 5 — KOHEYHO, MEePEeCKaky M MOHMM CIIyLIaTesIsiM
OyzleT MHTEPECHO, HO He MOTOMY, YTO Y MEHS TaJlaHT paccKasblBaThb, a IIOTOMY, UYTO
CIOXKET YBIICKaTEIIbHBIMH;

2.2. IlepeckaskuTe TEKCT B JECSATH NPEATIOKEHUIX

3. Jlexcuxo- 3.1. OuenHnre XapakTep IOBTOPOB CIIOB, (opM B TeKcTe Mo mikame, rme | —
rpaMMaTHyYecKast CBSI3HOCTb | TIOBTOPBHI €CTh M OHM HUYEM HE ONPABAAHBI, TPOCTO KAK OyATO aBTOP HE 3HAET, YTO
Tako€ CHHOHUMBI, 3 — TIOBTOPBI BCTPEYAIOTCS M Ha JIGKCHYECKOM, W Ha

rpaMMaTHYECKOM YPOBHE, HO TIE-TO KaXETCs, YTO 3TO ISl CBSI3HOCTHU, a L[IE-TO
JyMaelllb, YTO 3TO CKYyAHOCTh CJIOBapHOTO 3araca; 5 — IMOBTOPbI CIyXaT JHO0
00€CIIeYCHHUIO CBSI3HOCTH, JINOO UMEIOT XyJI0XKECTBEHHYIO HATPYKEHHOCTh

4. Putm 4.1. Ornenute OOMmUII PUTM pa3BepPTHIBAHUS CHOKETA, IMe | — BCE MPOUCXOAUT
BCerza OYeHb OBICTPO WIIM BCEIVIa OYEHb MEIJICEHHO (PUTM OCTAETCSl OJJHUM U TeM
%ke); 3 — pUTM HEPOBHBIN, HO OOBSACHUTH NMOYEMY U HHTEPIPETHUPOBATH CIIOKHO; 5
— PUTM MEHSETCSl BMECTE C Pa3BEPThIBAHUEM CIOXKETa OT 3aBA3KH K KyJIbMHHALUU

1 pa3BiA3Ke
5. Cy6’beKTI/IBHOCTL 5.1. OL[GHI/ITC OMOIMOHAJIBHOCTh TCKCTaA IO IIKAJIC, IAC 1 — B TeKcTe eCTh JUIIb
MOJaJIBHOCTh COMHCHMSA OZlHa us3 TpexX OMOIMOHAJIbHBIX TOHAJIBHOCTEH (HCFaTI/IBHaH/

TIO3UTHBHAS/HEHUTpallbHas); 3 — HIMOIIMU MEHSIOTCS, HO KaK-TO CTPAHHO M PE3KO; 5
— SMOIMH €CTh M BBIPAXKAIOTCSI OHM HE TOJBKO NMPSMO (IMOTHBaMH "pasocTHO",
"rpycTHO"), HO I KOCBEHHO: Yepe3 )KECTHI, TOI0C, MUMHKY TepOeB

6. DMOIMOHAIEHOCTh 6.1. OueHuTe SMOIMOHAILHOCTh TEKCTA IO IIKale, Tae 1 — B TEKCTE €CTh JIUIIb
oJHA u3 Tpex SMOILMOHANBHBIX TOHAJIBHOCTEN (neraTuBHas/
MO3UTHBHAS/HEHUTpalIbHAs); 3 — HIMOIIMU MEHSIOTCS, HO KaK-TO CTPaHHO M PE3KO; 5
— SMOIMH €CTh M BBIPAXKAIOTCSI OHM HE TOJBKO MPAMO (3MOTHBaMH "pajioCTHO",
"rpycTHO"), HO M KOCBEHHO: Yepe3 KeCTHhl, T0JI0C, MUMHKY T'epOeB

7. CuHTaKCHC 7.1. OL[GHI/ITG CHHTAKCHUC TCKCTa II0 IIKaJIC, IAc 1 — B TEeKCTe HET CIIOXKHBIX
O60pOTOB (BCTaBO‘IHBIX KOHCprKHPIﬁ, IPpUAATOYHBIX pa3HoTro THIIA,
ACCPUIACTHBIX 060pOTOB, OE3IUYHBIX nim HEOINPCACTICHHO-JINIHbIX

HpeHHO)KCHHﬁ, 3J'IJ'II/IHCOB); 3 — B TEKCTE €CTh YMEPCHHOC UX HMCIOJIb30BAHUE, 5-B
TCKCTC UCTIOJB3YKOTCSA MHOTHUEC NTIEPCHHUCICHHBIC CJI0XKHBIC KOHCTPYKINN

8. BrIpazutensHOCTh 8.1. Onenure MCIOIB30BAHNE HJMOM B TEKCTaxX IO clieAylomel mkaie, rae 1 —
WIMOMBI B TEKCT€ HE BCTPEYAIOTCS; 3 — BCTPEYAIOTCS, HO YNOTpeOJCHBI B
HEYMECTHBIX KOHTEKCTaX; 5 — BCTPEUAIOTCS W YHOTPEOJCHBI TaM, I1e HYXKHO,
oOorarmast CMBICT TEKCTa

82 OHeHI/ITe, HACKOJIBKO BBIPAXXCHBI TaK HAa3bIBACMbIC CHUJIBHBIC IIO3UIIUN B
TEKCTe — €ro Ha4yajo W KoHeln. Mcmomp3yiiTe mxkaiy, B KoTopoi | — y Tekcta HU
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Hadana, HH OKOHYAaHWSA; 3 — HaA4YaJl0 WHTPUTYET, NPUBICKAET, a KOHEI]
pa3o4apoBbIBaE€T — MYTHBIA; 5 — 9TO, JACUCTBUTENBHO, JIB€ CUJIbHBIC MO3UILIUU B
TEKCTE

8.3. Ouenure ypoBEeHb KPEaTHBHOCTH TEKCTa IO INKajie, rie | — B TEKCTE HET
HUKaKUX CTUJIMCTUYECKHUX CPENICTB, KpoMe OaHaJbHBIX CPaBHEHMIi; 3 — B TEKCTE
€CTh  y3yallbHbIe  MeETa(ophl, CPAaBHCHHs, W3BCCTHBIC  KJIMIIMPOBAHHBIC
OKCIOMOPOHBI, HO He 0ojiee TOro; 5 — B TEKCTE€ €CTh OPUTHHAJIBHBIC HPUCMEI,
9TOOBI TPHBICYh BHUMAHHEC UYUTATENIA: WIPa CIOB, JHUTOTH WM THIEPOOIHI,
aBTOPCKHE MeTaOpHI, BCTPEUAIOTCS OKKA3HOHAIN3MBI

Brimenpusenennas CTPYKTypa
BOIIPOCOB MOBTOPSIIACH ISl KaXKJIOTO TEKCTa,
WHBIMH CJIOBaMH, OHa ObUIa BOCIIPOU3BEACHA
6 pas.

Nudopmantam naBasnoch 14 mHe# st
TOTO, YTOOBI TPOYUTATh TEKCTHI U OTBETUTH Ha
BOTIPOCHI.

OOmuii TuTan 0OpabOTKHU Pe3yabTaTOB:

1) momcuer CpemHHX ~3HAUYCHHHA |
CTaHJAPTHBIX OTKJIOHEHHI 3HAYCHUH,
MOJMyYEHHBIX M0 IIKajdaM JJig  KaXJOoro
BOIIPOCA;

2) BU3yaIu3aIus 3HAYECHUH,
MOJIYYEHHBIX IO KaXJAOMy BOIMPOCY, C
MOMOMIBIO  THATPAMM  «CKPHUIIKa», UTOOBI
YBUJETD cienupuKy pacnpeaeneHus
«CBIPBIX) 3HAYCHU;

3) BeKTOpHU3aIHs C IMOMOIILI0 MOJCIH
u3 cemeiictBa  SentenceTransformer u
Mocjenyromas  KiacTepus3anus  KpaTKuxX
MEPECKA30B COACPKAHUSA TEKCTOB, JAHHBIX
nHpopMaHTaMu (U1  KaXAOro TecTa B
otaenbHoCcTH). llenms naHHONM omepamuu —
CPaBHUTH KOH(MUTYpallUU paCIpECNICHUs IO
KJIacTepam TUIS HAIMCaHHBIX u
CT€HEpUPOBAHHBIX TEKCTOB.

I[Ipu  00OpaboTKe  pe3ynbTaToB MBI
MOJIb30BAIMCh  CTAHJAAPTHBIMU  (DYHKITUSIMU
Excel nns BbluncieHus cpeqHUX 3HAYCHHUH U
CTAaHJAPTHOTO OTKJIOHCHMs i1 3HAYCHUH,
OTMEYEHHBIX HH()OPMaHTAMU TIO0 LIKaJIaM, JIs
MojicyeTa XapaKTePUCTHK JIMHTBUCTHYECKON

CII0KHOCTH TEKCTOB HCIIOJIb30Bajach
oubmmorexka ruTS®.  Jlna  xmactepusamuu
HCIIONBL30BajICA IakeT cluster u3 OHMONIMOTEKHU
sklearn, nmist aHanm3a KauecTBa KIIACTEPOB —
MMaKeT metrics U3 TOH ke ONOIMOTEKH.

5. Pe3ysbTarhl

IIpu otBere ©Ha Bompoc 1.1 o
COOTBETCTBUU Ha3BaHUSA TEKCTa
JalbHEUIIEMY CIOKETY, MH(OPMaHThI BBILIE
BCEro OLEeHUIN TeKCT Ne 2 (eCTeCTBEHHBIH) —
cpennee  3HadeHnume 3.2 (tabmuma  S),
HauOoJbIIee KOJIN4YECTBO OLICHOK
MMOMECTHJIOCh B HWHTEpBaie ot 2,5 mo 4,5
(Pucynox 1). ABrop HazBan cBoii Tekct «The
Magical Friendship of Liza Turpin».

HHuTepecHo, 4TO 0c000€ TOJIOKEHHE
CpeIu €CTECTBEHHBIX TCKCTOB 3aHUMAET TEKCT
Ne 4 (Pucynoxk 1). Jlns »3TOro Tekcra
MOJTy4EHO CaMOE€ HU3KOE CpeHee 3HAYCHHE
(1,2 — Tabnuma 5, m. 1.1) mo TOMy XKe
KPUTEPHUIO TIPH HAMMCHBIIIEM CTaHIAPTHOM
otrkioHeHunu (0,9 — tabnuma 5, m. 1.1). Cpeau
CTCHEePUPOBAHHBIX  TEKCTOB  HAWOOJBIIICE
cpenHee 3HavueHue i Bompoca 1.1 ummeer
Tekct Noe 6. Tem He MeHee, auarpamma
(PucyHok 1) IEMOHCTPHPYET, UTO «CKPHUITKAY
UIsl TekcTa Ne 6 HMMeeT OuYeHb BBITSHYTYIO
¢dbopMy, UTO TOBOPUT O HATUYHH COBEPLICHHO
pa3HbIX MHEHUH y  HWH(POPMAHTOB, a
HeOOoJIbIIIOe YTONIICHHEe HAbII0naeM B pailoHe
CIWHUIIBI — B JIAHHOW 30HE NPHUCYTCTBYET
CKOILJICHUE OTBETOB.

8

https://github.com/SergeyShk/ruTS?ysclid=mpjsjevtoy
50356446
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Taéanua 5. CpeqHue 3HaYCHHS M CTaHIAPTHOE OTKIIOHEHUE B KaTeropuu «KorepeHTHOCTh
Table 5. Mean values and standard deviation in the category «Coherence»

Howmep Bonpoca u3
Kareropru TekCT 1 TEKCT 2 TEKCT 3_gen TekcT 4 TEKCT 5_gen | TeKCT 6_gen
«KorepeHTHOCTEY/ - -
HOMED TEeKCTa
11 mean 2,6 3,2 23 1.2 16 2.4
std 0,9 15 1,5 0,9 1,3 1,6
12 mean 2,9 3,9 2,8 2 3,4 3,5
std 1,2 1,4 1,1 1,4 1,1 0,9
1.3 mean 2,9 35 2l 35 1,9 2,8
std 1,2 1,2 1,1 0,9 1,1 15
14 mean
3,8 4 2,3 39 2,2 3
std 1,3 1,4 1,4 1,1 1,3 1,5
V tekcta Ne 3 Taxke BUIUM CKOILIEHHUE 3oue 4. Texct Ne 5 wumeer HamOobliIee
OILIEHOK B 30HE 1 M MeHee 3HAYUTEIbHOE — B KOJIMYECTBO OLIEHOK B 30HE 1.

Pucynok 1. Pacnpenenenue 3Hauenuii (Borpoc 1.1.) B kareropun «KorepeHTHOCTb»
Figure 1. Distribution of values for question 1.1. in the category «Coherence»

oherence_L
w

besdt 4 baxt 5 taxt 3 text_ & et 1 bext 2
ek

OueHuBasi CBA3b Ha3BaHUW TJaB U muanazoHe 2-3) (Pucynox 2). Ilpu 3ToM
MOAIIaB € colepkaHueM Tekcta (m.1.2), OLICHKHM  CIEHEPUPOBAHHBIX TEKCTOB IO
MH(POPMaHTHl BHOBb OTAAJHM TNPEANOYTEHUE JAHHOMY TapaMeTpy MMEIOT HauMEHBIIIEe B
ecTecTBeHHOMY TekcTy Ne 2, HO japyrue JiBa BBIOOpKE CTaHAApTHOE OTKJIOHEHUue (Tabiuia
€CTECTBEHHBIX TeKcTa, 4 u 1, oOKa3amuch 4) 1 CKOHIICHTPUPOBAHBI JIsi TEKCTOB 6 U 5 B
OLICHEHbl IO JIaHHOMY KpUTEPUIO HH3KO BepxHe# yacty mikainsl (PucyHok 2).

(tekct 1 B gwmama3zoHe 1-3, Tekct 4 B
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Pucynok 2. Pacnpenenenue 3Hadenuit (Borpoc 1.2.) B kareropuu «KorepeHTHOCTb»
Figure 2. Distribution of values for question 1.2. in the category «Coherence»
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OneHuBas B IIEJIOM CHITY CBS3U MEXIY
BCEMH 3JIEMEHTAMH XYI0KECTBEHHOTO TEKCTa,
MH(OPMaAHTHI MO-TIPEKHEMY BBICOKO OLEHUIIH
€CTeCTBeHHBIM TekcT No 2, 1Mo cpegHum
3HaYeHusM (Tabnuma 3) 3a HUM CIEOYyIOT
TekcTl Ne 4 u Ne 1 (Bce Tpu OTHOCHTCS K

KaTeropuu €CTECTBEHHBIX), HO
creHepupoBaHHbld  TekcT Ne 5 wummeer
HauOoJIbIIee CKOIJICHUE OLICHOK B MHTEpBaJje
or 3 no 4 (Pucynox 3), mo3romy OH IO
JAaHHOMY KpUTEpUI0, B o00IeMm, ONU30K K
TekcTy Ne 4.

Pucynok 3. Pacnipenenenue 3Hadenuii (Borpoc 1.3.) B kareropun «KorepeHTHOCTB)»
Figure 3. Distribution of values for question 1.3. in the category «Coherence»

7

coherence 3

text_3 text_1 text_4 text_5

taxt_6

taxt_2

HAYYHBIN PE3YJILTAT. BOITPOCHI TEOPETUYECKOM U TIPUKJIAZIHOW JIMHTBUCTUKHU
RESEARCH RESULT. THEORETICAL AND APPLIED LINGUISTICS



Kawozopoea A. B. Al kak nucamensv enazamu uumamens. pesyabmamsl NCUXONUHSEUCTNUHYECKOZO ...

Kolmogorova A. V. A1 as a literary author from the reader’s perspective: findings from... 184

/&@}'&“ﬁrv

OneHuBas CTENEHb BBIPAXXCHHOCTH B
TEKCTe €AMHOW uAeu, WH(OPMAHTHI BHIIIE
BCEr0 OLEHW/IM E€CTECTBEHHbIE TEKCTHI 2, 4

U | — 3TO 3aMETHO KaK 10 CPEAHMM 3HAYCHHUSIM
(Tabmumia 3), Tak U 1O O0IEMY pacTpe/ICIICHHUIO
3HAYCHUI (CM. «CKPHUIIKW» Ha Pucynke 4).

Pucynoxk 4. Pacnipenenenue 3nauenuii (Bonpoc 1.4.) B kareropuu «KorepeHTHOCTb)
Figure 4. Distribution of values for question 1.4. in the category «Coherence»

7

coherence_6
w

€CTECTBEHHBIX, U TekcT Ne 6 — u3 4yucia
CreHepUpOBaHHbBIX (Tabnuna 6).

[lo mKame CMBICIOBOI CBA3HOCTH
(m. 2.1) wHamOonplve CpEAHWE 3HAYCHUS
UMeroT TeKCThl Ne 2 uw Ne 1 w3 ywmcna

Taommua 6. CpenHue 3HAYECHUS M CTAHIapPTHOE OTKJIOHEHUE B KaTeropusx «CMbICTIOBast
CBSIBHOCTBY, «JIeKCHKO-TrpaMMaruieckast CBI3HOCThY, «PutMy», «CoMHEHHE», « DMOIMOHATBHOCTHY,
«CHHTaKCHCY.

Table 6. Mean values and standard deviation in the categories “Semantic cohesion”, “Lexico-

grammatical cohesion”, “Rhythm”, “Doubt”, “Emotionality”, “Syntax”
Tun TEKCT TEKCT TEKCT
Kareropus/ Texct TekcT 1 TEKCT 2 TeKcT 4
3HAYCHUS 3_gen 5 gen 6_gen
CMbICIIOBas CBSI3HOCTEL | Mean 3,5 3,6 1’9 2,8 1,9 2,9
std 1,1 1,3 1,2 0,9 1,1 1,3
Jlexcuko- mean
rpaMMaTHYecKast 3,8 3,8 2,5 4 2,6 3,4
CBSI3HOCTD std 12 12 13 0.9 11 13
Purm mean 2,7 3,3 2,6 3,5 2,2 2,6
std 1,4 1,4 1,3 1,2 1,2 1,6
CoMHeHMe mean 3,2 3,4 2,2 3,6 2 3,1
std 0,9 1,1 1,1 0,9 1,1 11
OMOIMOHAILHOCTH mean 3,9 3,3 2,6 3,9 2,4 3,5
std 1,1 1,5 1,1 1,1 1,1 15
CHHTaKCHC mean 3,6 3,5 2,8 3,6 2,8 3,8
std 0,9 1,1 1,1 0,9 1,1 1,1
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Opnako  ecaM  MOCMOTpPeTh  Ha
pacrpeneneHue “chIpbIX’ 3HAUCHUM, TEKCT Ne
6 OKaxXeTcs TOJIbKO Ha YETBEPTOM MeEcCTe,
IIOCJIC €CTECTBCHHBIX TEkcToB 1, 2, 4,

MMOCKOJIBKY BBITAHYyTass ¢opMa “‘CKpHUIKH”
TOBOPUT O MPHUCYTCTBUU MOJSPHBIX OIEHOK U
o011eil BHICOKOM HECOITIaCOBAHHOCTH OILICHOK
(Pucynok 5).

Pucynoxk 5. Pacnipenenenue 3nauenuii (Bonpoc 2.1.) B kareropuu «CMBICIIOBast CBSI3HOCTH)
Figure 5. Distribution of values for question 2.1. in the category “Semantic cohesion”

7

coherence_6

vV

text_3 text_5 text_6 text_1

B zamanum  2.2. MBI TIpOCHIH
MH(POPMAHTOB IepeckazaTb TekcT B 10-Tu
npeoxeHnsax. CoOnoCcTH yka3aHHbIN 00beM
BBICKa3bIBaHMs yJajloch He BceM. Hama
THIIOTE3a COCTOSJIa B TOM, YTO €CIH MBI
BEKTOPH3YEM TEKCTBI, & 3aTe€M KJIACTepH3yeM
UX, TO TepecKa3bl 0oJiee CBSA3HBIX TEKCTOB C
OosiblIel BEPOSTHOCTHIO MOMAAYT B OJUH
KJacrep.

Jliist mocTpoeHus NOoA00HOM TUIOTe3bl Y
Hac ObUIO HECKOJIbKO ocHoBaHMM. CornacHo
TEOPUHM TIOCTPOEHHS] MEHTAJbHBIX MOJIeNeH
(Johnson-Laird, 1983)  cBA3HBIH  TEKCT
TpeOyeT MeHbIe YCUIMH Ui yaepXkKaHus B
paboueil maMsATH, TO3TOMY €ro Jierde
NepecKa3bIBaTh. B YaCTHOCTH, 3TO
MPOUCXOIUT TOTOMY, HYTO PHUTOpPHUYECKAs
crpykrypa (Mann and Thompson, 1988)
3aaeT SIBHBIE JIOTHYECKHE CBS3H MEXKIY
qacTIMH TekcTa. llpu mepeckase 3TH CBA3M

BBICTYNIAIOT KaK JKECTKHE «IHUCKYPCUBHBIC
SKOPU», 3acTaBisis pa3HbIX mronei
BOCIIPOU3BOJIUTE OJHH U T€ K€ CMBICIIOBEIC
nartepHbsl. HampoTuB, B HECBS3HOM TEKCTe
roOanpHas korepeHmnus (Graesser et al.,
1994) ocnaGnena: ciaymarenab BbIHYXICH
CaMOCTOSITENIEHO JTOCTPAWBaTh MPOIYIICHHbIE
OTHONICHUS, W  KaXIbI  JenaeT  3TO
MI0-CBOEMY.

Jlnst  BEeKTOpHU3allMKM  HCIONB30Bajach
Mmozenb cemerictBa SentenceTransformer all-
MiniLM-L12-v2°,

Ha pucynke 6 mpeacrtaBiieH pe3ysibrar
KJIacTepu3aluu MeToaoM k-means Ha OCHOBE
KOCHHYCHOTO PACCTOSTHHSI MEXIY BEKTOpaMH
TeKcToB  (3HaueHwe perplexity = 50,
MMOCKOJIBKY Ha0Op JTaHHBIX OBLIT HEOOBIIHM).

9 https://huggingface.co/sentence-transformers/all-
MiniLM-L12-v2
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Jlis  BU3yaJdM3alliu HCIOJIB30BAJCS TaKkKe
METOJ] CHMKEHUSI Pa3MEPHOCTH BEKTOPOB t-
SNE. Pesynprartel KiacTepusanv  ObLIH
IIEPETIPOBEPEHB] C MOMOLIBI0 MeToha YopJa.
Hcnonb3oBannbiii Hamu Meton Yopaa (Ward’s
linkage) siBisieTcst cTaHIApTHBIM MOAXOAOM B
MepapXHuecKkoil KiacTepusaluu i 3ajad,
IJ€ BaKHa KOMIIAKTHOCTb KJacTepoB. B
OTIMYUE OT METOJOB OAMHOYHOM CBS3H,
KOTOpBIE CKJIOHHBI K <O((EKTy LEnouYKn»,
WIM TIONHOW CBSI3U, YYBCTBUTEIBHOM K
BbIOpOcam, MeTox Yopaa MHUHUMH3HPYET

BHYTPUKIIACTEPHYIO TUCIIEPCUIO U J1aeT Ooee
HUHTEPIPETHPYEMBIC PE3yIbTaThl HA BEIOOPKAX
Majoro obwema. B  o0omx  cimydasx
MOCYUTAHBI METPHKU YHUCTOTHI  KJacTepa
(monst mepecka3zoB, TOMABIIMX B “‘CBOM”
KJIACTep — YeM BBIIIE MPOIICHT, TeM JIYYIIE),
€ro KOMIAKTHOCTH (CpeJHee pacCTOsHUE
sMOeIMHra TeKCTa /0 IEHTPOMAa Kiacca —
YeM HHW)XKE 3HaYeHHe, TeM JIydlle) U
OTACTBHOCTH  OT  JPYTHX  KJIacTepOB
(ko durmenT cwirydTa — YEM  BBIIIE
3HaYeHue, TeM Oosiee OTACNIbHBIN KIIacTep).

Tadamua 7. MeTpuku KadecTBa KjacTepu3aluu Jjsl MeToaoB Yopaa u k-means.
Table 7. Clustering quality metrics for Ward’s method and k-means

Texct Eggc;zz Ward_cumystr  [Ward_umcrota % |Ward_xommaktHocTs  [KMeans_cumyst KMeans_unctor |KMeans_xommax
308 - - - - a % THOCTb
1 13 0.206 62 0.352 0.194 62 0.355
2 11 0.196 91 0.295 0.196 91 0.295
3 10 0.210 30 0.431 0.210 30 0.431
4 7 0.078 100 0.307 0.062 86 0.311
5 6 0.046 83 0.334 0.045 67 0.336
6 7 0.096 100 0.313 0.098 100 0.313

[lo manueiM TaOmuuer (Tabm. 7) MBI
BHUJUM, YTO KJIacTepoB ¢ ToyHOCThIO 100 %

(meTpuka “gucrora” (Purity)) npu
WCIIOJIb30BaHUU oboux METOZIOB
KJacTepu3allud  J1Ba — 3TO  KJacTep

nepeckazoB Tekcta Ne 6 wum  knacrep
nepeckazoB Tekcta No 4. Haumenbiee
CpellHEee pPACCTOSHUE IO LEHTPOHAA CBOETrO
KJlacTepa  JIEMOHCTPUPYIOT (B TOpsIKe
YXYOLIEHUS ~ pe3ylnbTaToB)  TEKCTHI 2

(ecrecTBeHHbIN), 4 (ecTecTBeHHBIH) U 6
(creHepUpPOBaHHBIN). 3HaueHus
K0d(phUIIMEHTa  CWIydTa  OOHAPYKUBAIOT
3aBUCUMOCTh  OT  KOJHWYeCTBa  OOBEKTOB
KJactepu3anuy (4eM MEeHbIIe OOBEKTOB, TEM
HIDKE3HaueHne Ko3((uienTa), mo3roMy ux
00CyXJIeHHE TOKa HE PeIeBaHTHO. 3HAUYCHUS,
3apuKCHpOBaHHbBIE B Tabnure,
JIEMOHCTPHUPYIOT, YTO METPUKU MPAKTHYCCKH
HE 3aBHUCAT OT croco0a KilacTepu3aIim.
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Pucynoxk 6. Kiacreps! nepecka3oB TEKCTOB
Figure 6. Clusters of text retellings
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TGK&) w‘qgw%%ﬁih&apmamiS txt

TekeT1 vn<dgpm§ﬂf¢ﬂ@txt“”Eigp'v“ﬂ'” 2.txt

-2.5 0.0
M3mepenne 1
[IpuBenem IIPUMEPBHI [IEpECKa30B

TeKcTOBNe 2 1 Ne 6:

(1)

)

Texct No 2: Jluza Typnum owcusem o
c8oell Mamepvlo, KOMOpAas HA3bl6Aem
cebs eeovmoul. Ilpo omya ona 3naem
MONbKO U3 ee paccKa308, OH C HUMU He
aocusem. Jluza nonyuaem nucbmo u3
wKonbl  Xoesapmce, npo KOmMopyio 0o
9moeo Huxoz0a He caviwana. Mamoe
paoyemcsi, umo 0egoyka 6yoem u3yuamo
mazuto  mam. Onu cobuparom éce
Heobxoo0umoe OJid WKOAbl, HO OHU
OeOnbl, nosmomMy uwym eewu He 8
Kocoti annee, a 6 Opyeux maenoeckux
maeazunax. B Xoeeapmce 0egouky
pacnpeoensiom Ha Gaxyremem
Koemespan. B wrxone eti npuxooumcs
HelecKko, HO oHa cmapaemcs. Jluza
usyuaem  pasvvle  npeomemvl.  Eu
CILOJCHO 3asecmu OpyxucOy ¢ Opyaumu
yuenukamu. Ho 6 xonye ona pewaem,
umo Teodop, Cviozan, agua u Hesuin
ObLIU ObL XOpOoWUMU OPY3bAMU OIS Hee.
Teker Ne6: Teooop Homm — manvuuk c
noymu 4mo CUHOPOMOM OMIUYHUKA U
yyecmeom 0onea nepeo cemvell. Ilancu

MaHTE. txt
oprh»’w)} txt

Teker4 “”ﬁtapMa”Tew?(ﬁ‘ VH D,JMaHT Axt

Teketh I/IHd‘J pmam 4.txt

2.5

eKcT3 wmigpmam 1.b

Tekct5_nHdygpmal

TekcT1_uH @%ﬁ?#ﬂ%pmgﬁ(%hwuwpn e
QMMW@MIWJ xt

pynna

® Tekct1
TekcT2
Tekct3
txt
TekcT4

TekctS

TekcT6

Texet1 wn(tapr-nauﬂz‘txt

Ilapkuncon — opyeaa muccuc nepgexm
C  makum Jce  pacniaHupOBAHHbIM
06yOywum. OHU He 0OWArMcs Kakoe-mo
epemsi, HO nocie HAYUHAaom
COMUNCAMBCA. YZHAIOM, YMO Y HUX, MAK
Jce KAk u y ux cemeil, ecmb MHO20
obuezo u 3a2a004H020. OHU
enoonsIOMCs Opye 8 opyea u peuarom
co30amu 8 KoHYe cosmecmuoe byoyuyee.
KOHey.

Jnst cpaBHEHMSI pacCMOTPUM TNEpecKa3

ecTecTBeHHOro Tekcra Ne 3 or omgHOro wus
MH(OPMAHTOB:
(3) Texcr Ne 3: Cuauana I'appu nonyuaem

nucomo 6 Xozeapmce, HoO 6 credyrouel
2nase oM yoice diceHam Ha J[icunn 1y
Heco ecmbv Oemu. [lomom own orime
wKonvHUK u 6 Munucmepcmee mazuu
emecme ¢ I'epmuonou u Ponom uugym
npopouecmeo, NOMOM OHU e 6
Toopukosoti  énadune, nomom y
Jlaseyoos, nomom oname Kakue-mo
NPUKIIOYEHUS. Ilomom OHU
npeoynpexcoarom Aespopos 8
Munucmepcmee Toowcupamensix
cmepmu. CHo8a  Kyua

o
3amem
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Hepazbepuxu u npukuouyenutl. lepou
nepecekawmcs ¢ MHOUMU OpyeUMU
nepconaxcamu. B konye xonyos I appu
pabomaem npogeccopom 8
Xoeeapmce, ['epmuona — Aepop, a y
Pona nat 6 Jlonoone.

MoxHO yBUAETb, 4YTO IepecKasbl
TEKCTOB 2 U 6 cOmmKaeT TO, 4YTO
uH(OpMaHTaM yJgaeTcsi HE TOJbKO CBS3aTh
MPOYUTAHHOE B EAWHBIA CIOKET, HO H
OTIpEeICTTUTh TPUYNHHO-CIICICTBEHHbIE CBSI3U
(onu b6eonwvl, nosmomy uwgym eewu ve 6 Kocoii
aniee, a 8 Opyeux Maelo6CKUX MA2a3uHax),
chopmupoBath «o0pa3z mponuioro» (Ilpo
omya OHa 3Haem MoabKO U3 ee pacckasos8, OH
C HUMU He Jcusem, y ux cemell MHO20 obuje2o
u 3a2a004no20) N «obpa3 Oynyiero» repoes (

u pewiaiom co30amev 6 KOHYE COBMEeCHMHOe
0yoywee). B mepeckaze Tekcta No 3,
UMEIOIIECTO XYIIIAE 3HAYCHUS YHCTOTHI M
KOMITAKTHOCTH, HaGHIOI[aeTC?[ JIMIIBb ITIOIIBITKA
3aUKCUPOBATh  CIOXKET  KaKk  ICMOYKY
COOBITUH, COCTUHSS X MOCPEICTBOM CaMOIo

pacpoCTpaHEHHOTO Mapkepa
[IOCJIENOBATEILHOCTH HOMOM.
Yto KacaeTcs JIEKCUKO-

FpaMMaTPI‘ICCKOﬁ CBA3HOCTHU, TO JHACPAMU
KaK 10 CpEeIHUM 3HadeHusM (Tabmuna 4), Tax
U IO MHTEpBAJaM PACHPENCIICHUS 3HAYEHUU
(Pucynok 7) cramu tekctsl 4, 2, 1 — Bce u3
KaTeropnuu HaITMCaHHBbIX JIYOOAbMMU. Y
creHepupoBaHHoro Tekcta Ne 6 HaOmomaem
HanOoJIbIIIee CKOTICHHE OIIEHOK B 30HE 3-X.

Pucynoxk 7. Pacnipenenenue 3naueHuit oueHok (Borpoc 3.1.) B kareropuu «JIexcuko-

rpaMmMarniuccKkas CBA3HOCTb»

Figure 7. Distribution of values for question 3.1. in the category “Lexico-grammatical cohesion”

£ un =]

(]

lex _cohesion

=]
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=

L

text_3 taxt_5 text_6
bext

AHanoruunoe pacrpeneneHue
«JIUIEPOB» MO CPEIHUM 3HAUEHUSM OLIEHKU

text_2 text_4

HabmomaeM © B Kareropuwsx  «Putmy»,
«CyObeKTUBHAS MOAAIBHOCTh COMHEHUS.
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OpHako MO WIKale SMOLMOHAIBHOCTU
uHpOpPMaHTHl  OHEeHWIM  TekcT Ne 6
JIOCTaTOYHO BBICOKO, 4YTO IIO3BOJIUJIO €My
BBEINTH Ha TpeTbe MecTo (Tabmmma 6) —
cpenHee 3HAYCHHE o IKase
SMOLIMOHAIBHOCTH — 3,5.

[To mixane CMHTAaKCHYECKOM CIOXKHOCTH
TekcT Ne 6 uMeeT camble BBICOKHE CpEIHHE
3HAYEHUs OILEHKH (CpemHee 3HaueHue=3,9), a
pacrnpeneneHue “chlpbiX’ 3HAYEHUU TATOTEET
K BEpXHEH 4acTu mKajibl. MHTEpeCcHO TO, 4TO
IpU 3TOM HAa BTOPOM U TPEThEM MeECTax IO
napamMeTpy  CHHTAaKCHYECKOH  CIIOKHOCTH
OKa3aJIMCh ecTecTBeHHbIE TeKCTh No 2 u Ne 4

(Pucynok 8).
CuHTrakcuyeckasi KaHBa TekcTta Ne 6,
NEHCTBUTENBHO,  COJACPKUT  MPUYACTHBIC

oboporsr (dedicated to joint endeavors, np.4),
obocobnennbie koHCTpyKIUK (their disparate
focal  points  notwithstanding,  mp.4),
nepeuncienuss  (collaborative research
initiatives,  interdepartmental  taskforces
tackling complex threats etc.) u Tx.,
HaIpuMmep:

(4) Their disparate focal points
notwithstanding, threads of convergence
emerged as they pored over adjacent
segments dedicated to joint endeavors:
collaborative  research initiatives,
interdepartmental taskforces tackling
complex threats, and even fledgling
organizations founded by enterprising
alumni  addressing pressing issues
plaguing the wizarding realm.

Pucynok 8. Pacnpenenenue 3Hauenuit (Borpoc 7.1.) B kareropuu «CHHTAKCUC
Figure 8. Distribution of values for question 7.1. in the category “Syntax”

syntax

” U ’

bext 3 text 5 text_2

ket 1 text_4 et &
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PaCCMOTpI/IM OLICHKHU TCKCTOB I10 ITapaMETPy BBIPASUTCIIBHOCTH.

Tadauma 7. CpenHrie 3HaYCHUS U CTaHAAPTHOE OTKJIOHEHHE B KaTeropuu «BhIpasuTeIbHOCThY
Table 7. Mean values and standard deviation in the category “Expressiveness”

[MoakaTeropust/TeKcT Tun TekcT 1 | Texcr 2 | TEKeT TekcT 4 TEKCT 5_gen | TEKCT
SHAYCHHS 3_gen 6_gen
8.1 UnnomaTtnaHOCTE | Mean 38 33 23 41 23 3.2
std 1,1 1,3 1,2 0,9 1,1 1,3
8.2 CunpHbIE mean
MO3ULIAHU 3,3 3,3 25 3,5 2,7 3,4
std 0,9 12 13 0,9 15 15
8.3 KpearuBHocth mean 3,2 3,3 2,3 3,6 1,9 3,5
std 1,3 15 1,3 0,8 1,2 1,3
Ilo KOJ'II/I‘IGCTBy HAUOMATUYCCKUX COIIOCTaBUMOM C €CTCCTBCHHBIMU TCKCTaAMH

BBIPQKEHUI CreHepupoBaHHbIH TekcT Ne 6
HE3HAYUTETIbHO YCTYMaeT TPEM HaIllMCaHHBIM
tekctam (Pucynoxk 9, Tabmmma 7). Ha
muarpamme (PucyHok 9) BumgHO, 4TO TIpH

CpeaHeM 3HA4YCHHUH, TEM HE MCHCEC,
SHAYUTCIIBHOC CKOINICHHE HE YCPCAHCHHBIX

OLIEHOK /715 TekcTa Ne 6 HaOromaeM B paiioHe
4-x.

Pucynok 9. Pacnipesesnenue 3HaueHuii o1ieHOK (Borpoc 8.1.) B kareropuu «BrIpa3suTeibHOCTH
Figure 9. Distribution of values for question 8.1. in the category “Expressiveness”

7

expt_idiom

Takast TocTaToO4HO BBICOKasi OIEHKA HE
ciyyailHa — B TekcTe Haxoaum Oosiee 100
UIMOMAaTHYECKUX  BBIpAXEHUH, HampuMep:
walking on eggshells ‘Bectu cebs kpaiine
OCTOPO’)KHO B  JIEJIMKaTHOM  CHUTYyallWH’,

walking a tightrope ‘GamancupoBarts B
cinokHou cutyanuu’, read between the lines
‘BUIETh CKpPBITBIE CMBICITBI’, burn bridges
‘pazopBarh Becskue oTHomeHwus , skeletons in
the closet ‘cemelinblie TaliHbI’ ¥ T.1I.
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I[lo Hamuuuio >e Tak Ha3bIBAEMBIX
«CUJIBHBIX MO3UIHI 110 CPEIHUM 3HAYCHUSIM
TekcT No 6 oka3zajicsi Ha BTOpPOW MO3ULIMH
IIOCJIC €CTECTBEHHOro Tekcta Ne 4, a 1o
o0IeMy pacrpeeicHuI0 He YCPEIHEHHBIX

3HaueHuii — Ha mnepBoit (Pucynok 10),
MIOCKOJIBKY JIEMOHCTPUPYET HE3HAYUTEIHHOE
«yTOJIIICHUE» B 30HE 4-X, a MaKCHMAaJbHbIC
3HAUEHUs MPHOINKAIOTCA K 5.

Pucynok 10. Pacnipenenenue 3Ha4eHuit Ha Borpoc 8.2. B KaTeropuu «BrIpa3suTeIbHOCTDY
Figure 10. Distribution of values for question 8.2. in the category “Expressiveness”

7

expr_strong_position

text 3 text & text_1 text_2
text

HevictBurensHo, B Tekcte No 6,
Harpumep, B ¢puHane UcTopuu (mp.5) MoxeM
Ha6J'II-OI[aTB, KaK YCUIINBACTCA
OMOLMOHAJILHOE HAIPsDKEHUE TE€POEB, IPHU
3TOM B TEKCTE KOHLIEHTPUPYIOTCS MeTadopsl
(McGonagall s melodious voice ushered in an
era of transformation;  conversations
mushroomed; parallel fascinations ignited
Pansy 5 enthusiasm; recalibrating his internal
ledger of favors owed and debts outstanding;
timely investments in influential relationships
etc.) u Metadopuueckue cpasuenus (fanning
out like tender shoots bursting forth from
fertile soil), 4yTo MPoOM3BOIUT KOHBEPrEHTHBIN
3bdeKkT U YCWIMBAaEeT MPOU3BOJUMOE Ha
qUTAaTCIs BIICYATIICHUC:

(5) Moments later, McGonagall s
melodious voice ushered in an era of
transformation, announcing the
commencement of specialized coursework
catering to individual strengths.

text_4 text_6

Conversations mushroomed, exploring the
vast  spectrum of electives and
concentrations unveiled before them. Theo
listened intently, his pulse quickening as
Ancient Runes and Archaeological Magic
topped his list of preferred subjects.
Parallel fascinations ignited Pansy$
enthusiasm, her affinity for Curse-
Breaking and Dark Arts Countermeasures
aligning harmoniously with his own
pursuits.

Through  the  cacophony  of
congratulatory cheers and sympathetic
condolences, Blaise Zabini maintained a
calculated distance, monitoring shifting
allegiances and recalibrating his internal
ledger of favors owed and debts
outstanding. He knew full well that timely
investments in __influential relationships
often proved decisive in securing
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advantageous  positions  within  the
wizarding hierarchy.

Nearby, Ron Weasley pumped
Hermione 5 hand aloft, basking in the glory
of her triumphant entry into elite Magical
Law Enforcement internship programs.
Michael Corner chuckled knowingly,
attributing her success to razor-sharp
intellect and  diligent  preparation.
Friendship warmed the atmosphere,
reinforcing bonds tested by communal
struggles and victories.

Discreetly withdrawing from the
melee, Theo and Pansy commandeered a
vacant study area, immersing themselves
in meticulous analyses of recommended
curricula. Visions of interdisciplinary
collaboration sprouted, fanning out like
tender shoots bursting forth from fertile
soil. Convergent paths merged seamlessly,
forecasting  trail-blazing  innovations
primed to revolutionize the wizarding
community.

Pucynok 11. Pacnipenenenune 3HaueHuil Ha Bolpoc 8.3. B Kareropuu «BpIpa3uTenbHOCTbY
Figure 11. Distribution of values for question 8.3. in the category “Expressiveness”
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text

Uro kacaeTcsi KpEaTHBHOCTH, TO TEKCT
Ne 4 ounenuBaeTcs  BbIIE  APYTHUX,
JIEMOHCTPUPYS CKOTUICHHWE OIICHOK B paioHE
4-x, Tekct 1 — B paifoHe 3-X, a TEKCTHI 2 U 0,
HECMOTPS Ha pa3HbIi HCTOYHHUK
MPOAYIUPOBaHUS (YeOBEK — sl TekcTa Ne 2
u Momenb — Juisi Tekcta Ne 6), CXOAHBIHA
narTepH OIICHUBaHUS — HU3KYIO
COTJIACOBAaHHOCThH OIICHOK, Ha YTO yKa3bIBaeT
BEITsIHYTas popma «ckpunok» (PucFinok 11).

6. O6cy:xnenne

1
text 6 text_4

ITockonbky B 3kcnepumenTtax ¢ bAM
KOMaH/Ibl KOMITBIOTEPHBIX JIMHTBHCTOB
MpeciieI0BaIN LIeJIb JIOOUTHCS
UEPAPXUYHOCTH IOBECTBOBAHMS, HCIOJB3YS
IpU 3TOM pa3Hble TEXHUKH, B KaTerOpHH

«KorepeHTHOCTE» MBI HabIrIoMaeM
HaVMEHBIINN pa3pbIB MEXAY HAllMCAHHBIMU U
CICHEPUPOBAaHHBIMU TEKCTaMH. bonee

SHAYUTCIBbHBIC OTIHYUA BHUIATCA TaM, TIJ€
p€ub UACT O CBA3HOCTH, PUTMC, SMOLUAX U
MOJAaJIbHOCTHU COMHCHUSA — CTCHCPHUPOBAHHBLIC
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TEKCTBI OUCHHUBAIOTCA 110 JaHHBIM KPHUTCPUAM
HHMXKXC, 4Y€M HaIlMCaHHBIC. B KaTeropusiax K<
CJIOKHOCTH CHHTAaKCHCa W BBIPA3UTCIBHOCTHU
pasiiniuvsa BHOBb CMATYarOTCA, ITOCKOJIbKY,
HalpuMep, CreHepupoBaHHBIM TekcT Ne 6
OKa3aJICd B YHUCJIC JIUACPOB U IO CIOKHOCTHU
CUHTaKCUYECKUX CTPYKTYD, u o
BBIICJICHHOCTU CHJIBHBIX HOBHHHﬁ, nu 110
Kp€aTuBHOCTU CTHIJIA. C JaHHbIMH
HaGJIIOI[eHI/ISIMI/I OT4HaCTH COINIACYKOTCA U
dbopmanbHBIE  METPUKH, TMPEIBAPUTEIHHO
M3MEpEHHBIE ISl BCEX TEKCTOB — TEKCT Ne 6
OKasaJICd CaMbIM CJIOXKHBIM II0 METPHKE
®nema-Kunkeiiga, ¢ caMbIM  BBICOKUM
YUCJIOM  YHHUKAJIbHBIX CJIOB u CaMbIMH
AJIMHHBIMHA CJIOBAMU W NPCAJTOKCHUAMMU.

Takum o0pa3om, UMEHHO TEKCT Ne 6,
crenepupoBaHHblii BAM mociie no00ydeHus
NepeCKazdy Ha [JaraceTe Xy,[[O)KGCTBGHHOfI
auTeparypsl M3 npoekta  ['yrrenoOepr,
okazasicst HauOonee OMU30K MO OONBIINHCTBY
MCTPHK K €CTCCTBCHHbBIM TEKCTaM.
Hpe,I[CTaBJ'I}IeTCH BaXHbIM, 4YTO HMCHHO OTOT
TEKCT IIOKa3aJl HauOojlee YeTKHH Hu3 BCEX
CICHCPHUPOBAHHBIX TCKCTOB KJIACTCP BCKTOPOB
IEpeCKa3oB, 4YTO CBUACTCIBCTBYECT O C€Io
l'IpI/I6J'II/I)KeHI/II/I K IMaTTCpHaM CBA3HOCTHU. Tekct
Ne 6 Taxke NpPOAEMOHCTPUPOBAT XOPOILIUI
YPOBCHb T'CHCpPALIUU SMOTHBHOCTHU B TCKCTC
JUISL CO3JIaHUs ONPENCIICHHOMN
HMOIMOHAIBHON TOHANBHOCTH, Cp. (GparMeHT
U3 TCKCTA:

(6) Through the quiet intensity of their
partnership, boundaries softened.
Conversations flowed freely,
touching on everything from favored
Quidditch matches to childhood
memories. Shared laughs erased
residual awkwardness, allowing them
to settle comfortably into an easy
camaraderie. Without realizing it,
they discovered solace in each
other 5 company, finding strength in
their differences rather than
weaknesses.

CuHTETHYECKOMY  aBTOpY  yHaercs
BOCCO3J1aTb MO3UTUBHYIO OMOHUHWOHAJIBHOCTD,
AMIIATHYECKU TIEpeIaTh YUTATEII0 aTMochepy
KOM(OPTHOTO JIPYXKECKOTrO OO0IIeHUs:

2PaHUYbl  CMUPANUCL, PA32080pbl  MEKIU
€80000H0, obwull  cmex  pacmeopsii
0CMasuwiyocsi  Hel0BKOCMb,  OPYIHCECKas.
oruzocme (p.o6).

OJnHaKo, TJIaBHBIA BBIBOJ,, KOTOPBIM MbI
MOKEM CJelaTh, Ha Halll B3IV, COCTOUT B
TOM, YTO MEPBUYHAS MOCBHLIKA OPraHU3aTOPOB
COPEBHOBaHMS O TOM, YTO BCE JEJIO B
UEpPapXUYHOCTH HAppaTUBHOM CXEMbl, B
obmiem, He ornpaBaana cebs. bonee BaKHBIME
cBOcTBaMH XYI0KECTBEHHOTO TeKcTa
JTIOOUTENBCKOW TMPO3bl OKA3alUCh HaTU4ne
JTUHAMHYHOTO MEHSIOILErocs puT™Ma
MIOBECTBOBAHUS, €r0 MOAYMHEHHOCTH JIOTHKE
MPUYHUHHO-CJIEICTBEHHBIX CBSI3EH,
NPUCYTCTBHE  COMHEHHUS,  BBIPAKEHHOTO
MOJIATbHBIMU  SI3BIKOBBIMH CPEICTBAMHU JIHOO
OLICHOYHBIMH JiekceMaMH. CHHTETHYEeCKHM
aBTOpaM IOKa HE ylaeTcs CcOo3[aTh HE TOJbKO
CIOKET, HO M MHUKpOMHp, arMmocgepy
noBecTBOBaHUs. PaboTas ¢ pasHOOOpa3HBIMU
CTHJIUCTHYECKUMH TPUEMaMHU, MOJEIH, TeM
HE MeHee, MOKa HE MOTYT MPEABOCXUTHTH
OXKHUJAaHUS ~ 4YWTareled W,  Hampumep,
0oOMaHyTh WX, YTO 3acCTaBisIeT YHTareleu
TPaKTOBAaTh CIOKET KakK “‘CKyuHBIM’, He
00HapyKUBAIOIIUNA MICUXOIOTU3MA!

(7) Crooicnvie npeonoxcenus,
HA2PYIHCEHHbIE HeNPOCbIMU CI08AMU,
He Hecym 3a co00U XY00HCeCmMBeHHOU
YEeHHOCMU, a UL CO30at0m Wym
B0KpY2 CKYUHO20 ClOJcemd, KOmopbulil
He 00 KoHya sceH. Yacmule nepexodsl
8 N08ECMBOBAHUU OM OOHO20
nepconaica Kk Opyeomy He no3eoJsiom
nocpy3umscs 8 Crodcem u
npeocmasiaom cooou MUMOX0OHOe
nosecmeosamue, 8 KOmopom
omcymcmayem nCuxoio2u3m
(KoMMeHTapuil pecTioHACHTA 10
TekcTy Ne 6).

CrpaBeyIMBOCTH pagydl OTMETHUM, YTO
aHAJIOTUYHBIC  YIPEKH  APTHKYIUPOBAIUCH
nH(pOpMaHTaAMHU " B OTHOIIICHUN
€CTCCTBECHHBIX TEKCTOB 1, 2, 4, HaIlMCaHHBIX
aBTOpamMu-IroouTensimMu. B atom cmebicie,
HECOMHEHHO, CTOUT NMPUHUMATh BO BHUMAaHHE
TOT (hakT, 4YTO caM >KaHp JIFOOUTENIbCKOM
MPO3bI o MOTHUBaM U3BECTHOTO
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IPOM3BEICHUS HE MO3BOJISET B MOJHOW Mepe
NPEIbIBIATh K TaKUM TEKCTaM TpeOOBaHUS
3CTETHYECKOW LEHHOCTU U TICUXOJOTMYeCKON
[yOUHBI.

Takum o0Opa3zoM, eciu MBI TOBOPHUM O
HEKOTOPOM KaHOHE BOCTIPUSTHS
XyII0KECTBEHHOTO TEKCTa HaIINMHA
MH(POPMAaHTAMH, TO TPOBEACHHOE MUIOTHOE
HCCIIeJOBAaHHE JIEMOHCTPUPYET, 9TO
KOTEpEHTHOCTh M KOT€3Ws,  Hampumep,
HaXOMATCS cpeay nepudepruitHbIX MPHU3HAKOB
“HacTOsIIEro” XyJOKECTBEHHOIO TEKCTa JUIs
Hammx uHpopMaHToB. LleHTpampHOE XKe
MECTO, MO-BUAUMOMY, 3aHUMAET PUTM, JIETKOE
NEepeKNIIOYeHHe  MEXIY  JKaHpaMHu |
HapPaTUBHBIMU TO3UIUSMH, IMIIATHYHOCTD U

SMOILIMOHANTBHOCTh MOBECTBOBAHMSI,
CBUJETEIbCTBYIOLIAS 0 IIPUCYTCTBUU
Happaropa. [IpuBenem ¢bparmeHT

KOMMEHTapHsl OJHOTO W3 HH()OPMAHTOB K
TekcTy Ne 4, KOTOpbII 1O pe3yinbTaram
OLICHMBAaHUS HMeJI HU3KMEe Oamibl  3a
MapaMmeTphl, CBI3aHHbIE C KOT€PEHTHOCTHIO U
CBSI3aHHOCTBIO, HO BBICOKHE — 3a PHTM,
SMOLIMOHAIBHOCTh U BBIPA3UTEIBHOCTE:

(8) B mekcme wacmoe nodpobuoe
onucanue  eewel,  100el, cozo0aémces
«ecmecmeeHHoey» OuyujeHue pacckaza om
yenoeeka ¢  O0emalbHblM — NOSPYIHCEHUEM.
Obo3nauenue epomkocmu u 00120mMbl pedu

makoice cnocobcmeyem CO30aHUIO
ecmecmeennocmu.  Pesxkuiti nepexoo ¢
CHOCEMHO20 n08ecmeo8anusl K

SNUCMOTIAPHOMY — MAKdICe — YKa3bléaem  Ha
uenogeveckuil  ¢gpaxmop. Taxoice  cmoum
3amemums  c60000HOe NepeKIoyeHue om
061/1/;620 ¢0Ha noeecmeoeaHusl 6 mpembvbem
auye K MOHOno2uueckomy 0e3  nomepu
JlocudHocmu, 4¥mo ovejloeedusaem Happayuio.

Merononornueckuii BKiaa pe3ysbTaToB
IIPOBEJICHHOTO HAa YHHUKAJIBHBIX JaHHBIX
SKCIEPUMEHTa COCTOUT B TOM, YTO OHH
JIEMOHCTPUPYIOT HEOOXOTUMOCTh BBEJICHHS
HOBBIX MCTPUK JJIsA OLICHKHA KadyecCTBa
JUIMHHOM  TeHepaluuu  XyHA0)KECTBEHHBIX
TEKCTOB, 4YaCTb M3 KOTOPBLIX Obl1a HaMH
anpoOUpoBaHa — 3TO PUTM, KPEaTHUBHOCTD,
MOJAJIBHOCTB COMHCHUA n ap..
CnoxuBummiicss B cpene HccienoBarenceii B

o0nacT KOMIIBIOTEPHBIX HAyK IEpevyeHb
CYIIECTBYIOIIUX METPHUK (MBIl €r0 MPUBEIU B
TEOPETHYECKON 4acTu CTaTbu)
JEMOHCTPUPYET CBOIO OIPAaHUYEHHOCTH B
cuty (¢uUKcallMd Ha YETKOCTH JIOTUYECKUX
OTHOIIEHUN MEXIY COOBITUSIMU u
MIEPCOHAKAMU, MEXKAY pPAa3HbIMU YPOBHIMU
cxeMbl mnoBecTBoBaHMA. Ilpu »3TOM  3a
paMKaMu HCCIIE0BAHUI OCTaroTCA
COOCTBEHHO ¢bunonornueckue u
IICUXOJIOTUYECKHUE aCIEKThl PELENIUN TEKCTA,
XOpOILlIO  HW3YYCHHBbIE  JIMHTBUCTaMU  Ha
MaTepuajie E€CTECTBEHHBIX TEKCTOB Kak B
TEOPETHUYECKOM, TaK U B IKCIIEPUMEHTAIHLHOM
xiroue. [Ipuem, cBA3aHHBIN C KIacTepu3anuen
IIEPECKA30B  TEKCTOB  KaK  IIOKas3arejaeM
LEJIOCTHOCTH W CBSI3HOCTH, IPEACTABISAETCS
HaM IIEepPCHEKTUBHBIM. JlanpHeWmne Hamm
HKCHEPUMEHTHI, BO3MOXHO, OyIyT CBS3aHBI C
€ro BaJIuAaluei.

HecomHeHHO, nccnenoBaHue UMEET psij
3HAYUTENBHBIX OrpaHU4YeHMl. Bo-nepBbIX,
JIOCTAaTOYHO CcHeuu(PUUEecKHii U Y3KUHA KpyT
WH()OPMAHTOB, MPUHUMABIIUX Yy4acTUE B
skcriepuMenTe. OJHAKO 3TO CBSI3aHO C
OONBIION  XPOHO3ATPATHOCTBHIO  3a/laHUS:
UH(OPMAHTY HYXHO OBLJIO MPOYUTATH OKOJIO
100 cTpaHuIll TekcTa Ha HEPOJHOM SI3BIKE, a
3aTéM OTBETUTh Ha OMPOCHUK MO KaXIOMY
TEKCTY OTJIeJIbHO, HAMUCcaTh KOMMEHTApUU U
nepeckazpl. B JaHHBIX ecTh MpoOenbl —
HarpuMep, He Bce WH(OOPMAHTHI HaMUCAIU
Iepecka3bl Il  BCEX TEKCTOB, I0ITOMY
HaOoaeTcss  HEpPaBHOMEPHOCTh B HX
pacnpeneneHnuy, 4YTo BaKHO, HAIpuMep, IS
Ka4ecTBa KilacTepuszauud. Mbl HaMEpeHHO
MPUHSJIM PEIIECHUE MPUITIACUTh B KAYECTBE
MH(OPMAHTOB  CTYJAEHTOB-(DUIIOJIOTOB  KakK

OIIBITHBIX qHTaTeJIeﬁ, IMPUBBIKIINX
BHUMATCJIIbHO OTHOCHUTBCA K CJIIOBY.
O‘-ICBI/I,Z[HO, 4qTo IMPUBJICUCHUC K

AKCHEPUMEHTY APYToW TPYIIb HH(HOPMAHTOB
npuBeNo Obl K MOTYYEHHIO HECKOJIBKO HHBIX
PE3YIBTATOB.

7. 3akiai0ueHue

HpOBe)IeHHI)Ie 3KCHepI/IMCHTI)I
MoKa3ajaw, 4Yro Omaromapsi crelnuagIbHbIM
METOJIaM, COYETAIOIINM B ceO€ MPOMIITUHT U
M000y4eHHe, MOXXHO  pPElIuTh  3ajady
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ABTOMATUYECKOM T€HEepally JIJIMHHOIO TEKCTa
c pa3BepHYTOM HEpPaAPXUYECKU
OpraHU30BAHHOW HAPPATUBHOM CTPYKTYPOU.

B TO0 e Bpems, aBTOMaruyeckas
reHepalnyss IOKa HE IO3BOJISIET IMOJYy4YUTh
TEKCThI, OTBEYAIOIME KPUTEPUSM HAIUYUS
JTUHAMHAYECKHU MEHSIOIIEr0Cs puT™Ma
MOBECTBOBAHUS M Pa3BEPTHIBAHUS CIOKETA;
TAaKUM CHUHTETHYECKMM TEKCTaM IIOKa He
CBOMCTBEHHa CYOBCKTHBHASI MOJATBHOCTh
COMHEHHUS.

Omnuako MIPUMEHEHUE MeToza
n000yueHusT MOJENU JUIsl 3a/1aud IepecKkasa
XYI0’)KECTBEHHBIX MPOU3BEICHUIN IMO3BOJIUIO
MOJIYYUTh TEKCT, CONOCTaBUMBII c
€CTECTBEHHBIMH TEKCTaMH, HaIlMCAHHBIMU
Henpo(hecCHOHAIbHBIMU  aBTOpamH, o
napaMmerpam HUJIMOMATUYHOCTH,
KpeaTUBHOCTH, CIOCOOHOCTH MapKUpPOBaTh
CUWJIbHBIE TIO3UIIMM B TEKCTE, BBIPAXKATh
SMOILIUU U cO37aBaTh 3P PEeKT IMOIMOHATBLHOM
TOHAJILHOCTH.

Kpome TOTO, BKHOMU B
METOZ0JIOTUYECKOM CMBICIIE PEICTABISIETCS
caMa IIOCTAHOBKAa BOIIpOCAa O KPUTEPUAX
OIICHKU  XYIO)KECTBEHHOCTH  TEKCTa B
YCIIOBUSIX KOHKYPEHLIMM aBTOPOB-IIIOACH H
ABTOPOB-MOJIETIEH.

B nanHOM HcciienoBaHUM MBI OCTaBHIH
«3a CKOOKaMM» KaTerOpUU 3CTETUYECKON H
ATUYECKOU LEHHOCTHU TEKCTa, HO
COCPEIOTOYMIIUCh Ha TaKUX KaTeropusx,
KOTOpble  0003HA4alOT TpaHUIy MEXIY
€CTEeCTBECHHBIM u HCKYCCTBEHHBIM
MHTEJUIEKTOM: KOT€PEHTHOCTh, CMBICIOBAs U
JIEKCUKO-TpaMMaTH4ecKasi ~ KOTe€3us, PHUTM
TEKCTa, HMOIHMOHAIBHOCTh (TOHAJIBHOCTB),
MPUCYTCTBUE CYOBEKTUBHOW MOJAIBHOCTU

COMHCHHA, CJIIO)KHOCTb CHHTAaKCHCa u
BBIPA3UTCIIBHOCTD (HaJ'II/I'-II/Ie CHUJIBHBIX
HOSHHHﬁ, HCITIOJIBb30BAHUC NI OM u

CTHJINCTUYECKUX NTPHUEMOB).
IIcHUXOMUHIBUCTUYECKUM HKCIIEPUMEHT
MIPOAEMOHCTPUPOBAJI, YTO B Halleld BbIOOpPKE

G hepeHIUPYIOTYIO GbyHKIHIO B
HanOOJBIIEN CTEIIEHW BBIOIHIIOT 00a BHIA
CBSI3HOCTH, pUTM 31 CyOBbeKTHBHAs

MOJAaJIbHOCTbD. OcTtanbHbIE KaTeropruu HallIu
CBOIO pfajiM3aliio JMilb B OJHOM H3

CrE€HEPUPOBAHHBIX TEKCTOB, 4TO
NOATBEP)KAAeT TOT (aKT, 4YTO JIaHHBIE
KaTeropuu COCTaBJISIOT TOPU30HT

OJIMDKaMIIero PasBUTHA JIsI T'CHCPATHBHOT'O

nn.

3asiBiieHHe 00 HCI0JIb30BAHUHU
redepatusHoro MM: ABTOp 3asBiS€T, 4TO
IIpU IMMPOBEACHNU UCCICA0OBAHUA U ITIOATOTOBKE
HACTOSAILLEH PYKOITHCH re€HEpaTUBHbIN
HCKYCCTBEHHBIMN WHTEJJIEKT u K-
ACCUCTUPOBAHHBIC TCXHOJIOTUHU, IMOJJICIKAIINC
PaACKpBITHKO B COOTBETCTBHU C MOJIUTHUKOMN
J)KypHaJa, He UCIIOJIb30BaJINCh.

Statement on the Use of Generative
Al: The author declares that no generative
artificial intelligence  or  Al-assisted
technologies requiring disclosure under the
Journal’s policy were used in conducting the
research or preparing this manuscript.
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