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The purpose of the article is to conduct the corpus-based research of collocations with synonyms ‘freedom’ and ‘liberty’
in American English based on the Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA). The topicality of this study is
determined by the need to conduct linguistic research based on American English on a large array of data.

The COCA comprises approximately 1 billion words spanning from 1990 to 2019, with an even distribution of genres
including spoken language, fiction, popular magazines, newspapers, academic journals, television/film subtitles, blogs,
and web pages. Each genre contains roughly 120—-130 million words, making the COCA a unique resource for linguistic
research.

Analysis of the collocations of ‘freedom’ and ‘liberty’ with nouns, verbs in infinitive, and adjectives identified both shared
and distinct characteristics between them. The presented data showed that there is 81% higher frequency in the usage of
the word ‘freedom’ compared to ‘liberty’ in American English.

Upon analyzing the collocations ‘freedom + noun’ and ‘liberty + noun’, it was observed that the only noun that features
in their top 10 collocations is ‘movement’. Additionally, the ‘liberty movement’ appears more frequently than the ‘freedom
movement’ in American English. Furthermore, comparing the collocations ‘adjective + freedom’ and ‘adjective + liberty’
showed that the adjectives ‘religious’, ‘individual’, ‘personal’, ‘economic’, ‘political’, and ‘human’ are common in both
synonymous pairs.

Synonyms ‘freedom’ and ‘liberty’ have the biggest number of similarities when forming collocations with adjectives and
the least similarities were observed with collocations with nouns in American English based on data from COCA during
the period 1990-2019. We see the prospect of further research in the study of collocations with these synonyms across
different subgenres based on the data of this corpus.

Key words: corpus linguistics, corpus, corpus-based approach, collocations, synonyms, American English.

Merta cTaTTi—npoBecTn kopnycHo-6a3oBaHe AOCNIAKEHHS KONOKaLin i3 cuHoHiMamm ‘freedom’i ‘liberty’ B amepukaHcbkin
aHrMinCcbKin MOBI Ha OCHOBI Kopnycy cyvacHoi amepukaHcbkoi aHrmincekoi moBu (COCA). AkTyanbHiCTb AaHOi po3Bigku
3yMOBfieHa HeOOXIOHICTIO MPOBEAEHHS MIHMBICTUYHMX AOCMIMXEHb HA OCHOBI aMEPMKaHCLKOI aHrmilicbkoi MOBU Ha
BENMKOMY MacwBi JaHWX.

COCA micTuTb NpubnusHo 1 minbspg cnie, Lo oxonntooTe nepiod 3 1990 no 2019 poku, a Takox piBHOMIPHMWIA po3nogain
»KaHpiB, BKMIOYaO4M PO3MOBHY MOBY, XYAOXHIO MiTepaTypy, NONynspHi XypHanu, raseTy, HaykoBi XypHanu, cyotutpu oo
TenebayeHHsa Ta inbmiB, 6norn Ta Be6-cTOpiHKN. KoxeH XaHp cknagaetbcs 3 npubnuaHo 120-130 MinbroHIB chiB, WO
pobuTb COCA yHikanbHMM pecypcom Ans NiHrBiCTUYHMUX AOCNIAKEHb.

AHania konokauin ‘freedom’ i ‘liberty’ 3 imeHHVKamu, giecnoBamu B iHQIHITUBI Ta NPUKMETHUKAMU BUSBUB iXHi CMiNbHi
Ta BigMiHHI pucu. NpeacTaBneHi AaHi nokasanu, WO B aMepUKaHCbKi aHMmincbkin MoBi cnoso ‘freedom’ BXMBaeTbCA Ha
81% yacriwe, Hix ‘liberty’.

MpoaHanidyeasLun cnosocnonyyeHHs freedom + imeHHuK i ‘liberty + iMeHHMK', BUSIBNEHO, WO ‘movement’ — Le eANHWIA
iMEHHUK, AkuiA € B Ton-10 Konokauisx gnsa obox cnis. Kpim Toro, B amepuKaHCbKin aHMMiNCbKii MOBI CITIOBOCNONYYEHHS
‘liberty movement’ 3'aBnaetbca 4yacTiwe, Hix ‘freedom movement’. MNopiBHAHHS kKonmokauin ‘npukmeTHuk + freedom’
i ‘npukmenuk + liberty’ nokasano, wo npukmeTHuky ‘religious’, ‘individual’, ‘personal’, ‘economic’, ‘political’ Ta ‘human’
€ CninbHUMK 41 060X CUHOHIMIYHMX Nap.

CuHoHimu freedom’i ‘liberty’ HanbinbLue Cxoxi Npu hopMyBaHHI KONoKaLii 3 NPUKMETHMKaMU, a HAMEHLLE — Y KONoKaLlisix
3 IMEHHMKaMu B amepuKaHCbKi aHmincbkin mosi Ha ocHosi aaHnx COCA 3a nepiog 1990-2019 pokis. MepcnekTusy
nodanblumx po3BigoK BOa4aeMO y BMBYEHHI KOMOKALiN 3 LMK CUHOHIMaMK B Pi3HMX Mig)KaHpax Ha OCHOBI AaHWX LbOro
Kopnycy.

Knro4oBi cnoBa: kopnycHa niHreicTvka, Kopnyc, KopnycHo-6a3oBaHui nigxig, Konokauii, CMHOHIMW, amepukaHCbka
aHrnincbka Moea.
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Formulation of the problem. Corpus linguistics
is one of the priority areas of modern linguistics. It
involves the study of large, structured collections of
naturally occurring language data, called corpora.
The history of corpus linguistics dates back to the
early 1960s when computational linguists began
exploring ways to use computers to analyze and
study a language.

The development of corpus linguistics is closely
related to the development of computer technologies.
With the advent of more powerful computers and
advancements in natural language processing tech-
niques, corpus linguistics has become increasingly
popular and sophisticated. Researchers use corpora
to investigate a wide range of linguistic phenomena,
including syntax, semantics, pragmatics, discourse
analysis, and language variation and change.

Today, corpus linguistics is used in various fields,
such as language teaching and learning, lexicography,
forensic linguistics, and language technology. The
development of digital corpora and analysis tools has
also made corpus linguistics a more accessible and
user-friendly research approach, allowing for more
detailed and nuanced analyses of language data.

Corpus studies make it possible to objectively
study various linguistic phenomena since they are
carried out on the materials of natural language texts.

The topicality of the study is determined by
the need to conduct linguistic research based on
American English on a large array of data.

The purpose of the article is to conduct the cor-
pus-based research of collocations with synonyms
‘freedom’ and ‘liberty’ in American English based
on the Corpus of Contemporary American English
(COCA).

Analysis of recent research and publications.
Corpus-based research has become a crucial aspect
of contemporary linguistics, with the application of
diverse methods and approaches allowing for increas-
ingly complex explorations. For over three decades,
English language corpora such as the American
National Corpus, Corpus of Contemporary American
English, and the Brown Corpus have served as foun-
dational resources for numerous research worldwide.

Currently, a large number of studies are carried
out in the field of corpus linguistics for English [1,
3,5, 6,10, 11, 14], Ukrainian [8, 9], and other lan-
guages. However, there are not enough studies con-
cerned with the analysis of collocations with syn-
onyms ‘freedom’ and ‘liberty’ based on American
English and COCA.

A corpus is a large and structured collection of
texts or spoken language data that is used to study
the language. A corpus may consist of written texts,

such as novels, articles, or legal documents, or spo-
ken language data, such as recordings of conversa-
tions or speeches. The texts or recordings in a corpus
are often selected to represent a particular language,
genre, or time period, and they are typically annotated
with information about their structure, vocabulary,
and other linguistic features. Linguists use corpora to
study language in a data-driven way, analyzing pat-
terns of language use and exploring how language
varies across different contexts and speakers.

The term “corpus linguistics” was first men-
tioned in 1983 in the collection of scientific works
“Corpus Linguistics: Recent Developments in the
Use of Computer Corpora in English Language
Research”. The researchers D. Biber [2],
W. Francis [4], G. Leech [7], and J. Sinclair [12]
made a big impact on corpus linguistics and corpus
studies all over the world.

By examining the collocations or nearby words
of a word or phrase, it is possible to gain valuable
insight into its meaning and usage. This is due to
the idea that you can learn a lot about a word by
the words it frequently appears with. With COCA,
a genre-balanced corpus of one billion words, users
can observe the frequency of collocations by part of
speech. This provides information on whether the
collocations tend to appear before or after the word
in question and how closely they are associated.

“Researchers differ with respect to what types
of co-occurrence they focus on when identifying
collocations. Some treat co-occurrence as a purely
sequential phenomenon defining collocates as words
that co-occur more frequently than expected within
a given span. Some researchers require a span of
1 (i.e., the words must occur directly next to each
other), but many allow larger spans (five words being
a relatively typical span size) [13, p. 220]”. In our
study of collocations with synonyms ‘freedom’ and
‘liberty’ and nouns, verbs in the infinitive form, and
adjectives only the words that occurred directly next
to each other were investigated.

The presented research is corpus-based and
implies a comparison method, as well as frequency
analysis. Our study is based on data from the COCA
corpus [https://www.english-corpora.org/coca/] as
one of the best genre-balanced corpora.

COCA was selected as the source for materials,
as it is a valuable resource for linguists and other
researchers interested in the study of American
English. Its size, variety of sources, and searchability
make it a powerful tool for investigating a wide range
of linguistic phenomena, and its time period and part-
of-speech tagging enable researchers to explore lan-
guage use in a contemporary context.
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Results and discussions. “Natural languages
typically contain pairs (or larger sets) of words with
very similar meanings, such as big and large, begin
and start or high and tall. In isolation, it is often dif-
ficult to tell what the difference in meaning is, espe-
cially since they are often interchangeable at least in
some contexts. Obviously, the distribution of such
pairs or sets with respect to other words in a corpus
can provide insights into their similarities and differ-
ences” [13, p. 235-236].

Taking this into account the presented research
shows similarities and differences between the syn-
onyms ‘freedom’ and ‘liberty’ in general in American
English across genres and time periods, as well as
depicts how these synonyms form collocations with
nouns, verbs in infinitive, and adjectives.

Fig. 1 displays the distribution of the word ‘free-
dom’ between the years 1990 to 2019. The highest
frequency of 10639 was observed during the period
1990-1994. Subsequently, a gradual reduction in
frequency occurred from 9593 during 199-1999, to
8521 during 2000-2004, and finally to 7528 dur-
ing 2005-2009. A subsequent increase in frequency
was observed between 2010-2014 with a frequency
of 7798 and continued up to 2015-2019 with a fre-
quency of 7980. However, this increase was still sig-

nificantly lower than the frequency observed during
1990-1994.

Fig. 2 illustrates the frequency of the word
‘liberty’ from 1990 to 2019. Similar to the findings
for ‘freedom’, the highest frequency of 2965
was observed in texts from 1990-1994. This was
followed by a gradual reduction in frequency from
2813 during 1995-1999, to 2568 in 2000-2004, 2573
in 2005-2009, and 2530 in 2010-2014. Notably, a
subsequent increase in frequency was observed from
2015-2019 with a frequency of 2845, following a
similar trend as observed for ‘freedom’.

Fig. 3 presents a graphical representation of the
word ‘freedom’ across various genres. Academic
journals exhibited the highest frequency with 15624
occurrences, followed by web pages and blogs with
similar frequencies of 14907 and 14856, respectively.
The frequency of 'freedom' in popular magazines,
spoken texts, and newspapers was 9285, 9076, and
8706, respectively. Television/film subtitles exhibited
the least frequency with 5251, and fiction had the
lowest frequency with 4117.

Fig. 4 displays the frequency of the word ‘liberty’
across diverse genres. Similar to ‘freedom’, the highest
frequency of 4653 occurrences for ‘liberty’ is observed
in academic journals, followed by newspapers with

SECTION 1990-94 1695-99 2000-04 2005-09 2010-14 2015-19
FREQ 10639 9593 8521 7528 7798 7980
WORDS (M) 1211 25.2 124.6 123.1 123.3 122.8
PER MIL 87.85 76.62 68.37 61.18 63.22 65.01
SEE ALL
SUB-SECTIONS
AT ONCE
Fig. 1. Frequency of the word ‘freedom’ across time periods
SECTION 1990-94 1995-99 2000-04 2005-09 2010-14 2015-19
FREQ 2965 2813 2568 2573 2530 2845
WORDS (M) 1211 125.2 124.6 123.1 123.3 122.8
PER MIL 24,48 22.47 20.61 20.91 20.5 2318
SEE ALL
SUB-SECTIONS
AT ONCE

Fig. 2. Frequency of the word ‘liberty’ across time periods
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SECTION ALL BLOG WEB ™/M SPOK FIC MAG NEWS ACAD I
FRECQ B1822 14856 14907 520 9076 417 9285 8706 15624
WORDS (M) 993 128.6 124.3 1281 126.1 118.3 126.1 121.7 119.8
PER MIL 82.40 115.51 119.87 41.00 71.95 34.79 73.64 71.51 130.43
SEE ALL
SUB-SECTIONS
AT OMNCE

Fig. 3. Frequency of the word ‘freedom’ across different genres

3220 and popular magazines with 2807, whereas
spoken texts exhibit 2100, television/film subtitles with
1855, and fiction with 1659. In contrast to ‘freedom’,
the lowest frequency for ‘liberty’ is observed in
blogs and web pages. In general, the presented data
reveal that ‘freedom’ is 81% more frequently used in
American English than ‘liberty’.

Upon closer examination of the frequency of the
word ‘freedom’ within the subgenres of the genre of
the academic journal (Fig. 5), it is evident that the
three most prominent subgenres are law and political
science with a frequency of 3136, philosophy and
religion with a frequency of 2664, and history with a
frequency of 2590.

SECTION ALL BLOG WEB VM SPOK FIC MAG MEWS ACAD
FREQ 16204 o 0 1855 2100 1659 2807 3220 4853
WORDS (M) 993 128.6 124.32 1281 126.1 1183 1261 121.7 119.8
PER MIL 16.41 0.00 0.00 14.48 16.65 14.02 22.26 26.45 38.84
SEE ALL
SUB-SECTIONS
AT ONCE
Fig. 4. Frequency of the word ‘liberty’ across different genres
SECTIOIN Hisiany Educancd GeogrSoars Law/PodSa FHUMInLiEs Fhilme SeiMech | Mg ling Lol 8 Business
FREQ 350 k] 1872 38 16583 2004 =31} 207 1310 L]
WORDSE (M) 134 158 0.0 123 182 EE:] 175 10.8 45 1.2
PER MIL 19335 BERE 98.46 25526 10399 kel k] =N 18,15 nm 53.38
CLICKE FOR D
COMTEXT
Fig. 5. Frequency of the word ‘freedom’ across different subgenres of academic genre
SECTION I History I Edwcation Geogriocsel Larm'PolScl Humanities FhilRel EciTech Medicng ML Business
FREQ) 831 (-3 505 155 S00 EDE B 50 B0 a7
WORDE (W) 134 g8 2040 123 T8 te T 0.8 A% I
FER MIL 471 1] mn 15053 2524 TrIR 458 A5 THER nas
CLICK FOR
CONTEXT D |:|
O — | = ) N =

Fig. 6. Frequency of the word ‘liberty’ across different subgenres of academic genre
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Fig. 6 illustrates the frequency of the word ‘liberty’
in various subgenres of the academic journal genre.
The subgenre with the highest frequency of 1855 is
law and political science. However, in contrast to the
word ‘freedom’, the frequency of ‘liberty’ is notably
lower in the subgenres of history, philosophy, and
religion.

Collocations can be used to distinguish between
words with similar meanings. Additionally, the meaning
and usage of a word can vary depending on the genre
in which it appears. With the help of collocations, it
is also possible to examine changes in the meaning of
words over time. Researchers can analyze collocations
from different time periods to identify shifts in meaning
or usage. Typically, collocations look at words that
appear within a four-word range to the left or right of
the target word, whereas in our study one-word range
was investigated.

In our study, an analysis of the collocations of
‘freedom’ and ‘liberty’ with nouns, verbs in infinitive,
and adjectives has been conducted which produced
the below-mentioned results.

Fig. 7 displays the collocation of ‘freedom +
noun’ across different genres and time periods. The
top 10 most frequent collocations are: ‘freedom
fighters’, ‘freedom house’, ‘freedom fighter’,
‘freedom press’, ‘freedom party’, ‘freedom caucus’,
‘freedom agenda’, ‘freedom restoration’, ‘freedom
forum’, and ‘freedom movement’. The majority of
these collocations occur most frequently in academic
journals, television/film subtitles, newspapers, and
spoken genres. Over time, there has been a shift in
the frequency distribution of these collocations, from
‘freedom fighter(s)’, ‘freedom party’, and ‘freedom

SN CLICH: EEE.‘.TE"T! ) TRANTLATE (7] [ ENTIRE PASE

GOOGLE [f] iMace

movement’ in the 1990-1994 period to ‘freedom
house’ and ‘freedom agenda’ in 2010-2014, and
finally to ‘freedom caucus’ in 2015-2019.

Fig. 8 displays the frequency of the collocation
of ‘liberty + noun’ across different genres and time
periods. The top 10 most frequent collocations are:
‘liberty university’, ‘liberty media’, ‘liberty lady’,
‘liberty radio’, ‘liberty city’, ‘liberty county’, ‘liberty
reserve’, ‘liberty movement’, ‘liberty ships’, and
‘liberty bowl’. The majority of these collocations
have the highest occurrence in genres such as
newspapers, spoken, popular magazines, and blogs.
The distribution of frequency within time periods
shows that the collocations of ‘liberty’ shifted from
‘liberty radio’ in 1990-1994 to ‘liberty city’ and
‘liberty ships’ in 2005-2009 to ‘liberty lady’ and
‘liberty reserve’ in 2015-2019.

Upon comparing the collocations ‘freedom +
noun’ and ‘liberty + noun’, it can be observed that
the sole noun they have in common among their top
10 collocations is ‘movement’. Additionally, it can be
noted that ‘liberty movement’ has a higher frequency
than ‘freedom movement’ in American English.

Fig. 9 illustrates the distribution of the collocation
‘verbininfinitive + freedom’across various genres and
time periods. The top 10 most frequent collocations
observed are: ‘have freedom’, ‘be freedom’, ‘defend
freedom’, ‘protect freedom’, ‘bring freedom’, ‘find
freedom’, ‘enjoy freedom’, ‘promote freedom’,
‘mean freedom’, and ‘want freedom’. The majority of
these collocations are commonly found in blogs, web
pages, and spoken genres. These top 10 collocations
had the highest frequency during 1990-1994, and a
decreasing trend can be observed until 2015-2019.

| 199004 | 15 | 200008 | oS4 | 201094 | 201540 | | sFo

el Anl Dl il i

i 13

Fig. 7. Frequency of the collocation ‘freedom + noun’ across different genres and time periods
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Fig. 8. Frequency of the collocation ‘liberty + noun’ across different genres and time periods
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Fig. 9. Frequency of the collocation ‘verb in infinitive + freedom’ across different genres and time periods

The collocation ‘verb in infinitive + liberty’
across different genres and time periods is
displayed on Fig. 10. The top 10 most frequent
collocations are: ‘have liberty’, ‘protect liberty’,
‘preserve liberty’, ‘proclaim liberty’, ‘defend
liberty’, ‘secure liberty’, ‘bring liberty’, ‘promote
liberty’, ‘restore liberty’, and ‘advance liberty’.
The majority of these collocations occur most
frequently in blogs, web pages, and academic
journals.

Upon comparing the collocations ‘verb in
infinitive + freedom’ and ‘verb in infinitive + liberty’,
itis observed that the verbs ‘have’, ‘protect’, ‘defend’,
and ‘promote’ are shared between these synonymous
pairs.

Fig.11presentsthecollocationanalysisof*adjective
+ freedom’ across diverse genres and timeframes.
The top ten frequently occurring collocations are
‘religious freedom’, ‘academic freedom’, ‘individual
freedom’, ‘personal freedom’, ‘economic freedom’,
‘political freedom’, ‘intellectual freedom’, ‘human
freedom’, ‘greater freedom’, and ‘Iraqi freedom’.
The majority of these collocations appear in academic
journals, blogs, and web pages. The distribution of
collocations has undergone a significant change
over time, with a shift from ‘academic freedom’,
‘individual freedom’, and ‘human freedom’ in the
1990-1994 period to ‘religious freedom’, ‘personal
freedom’, and ‘economic freedom’ in 1995-1999.
During 2000-2009, ‘Iraqi freedom’ was the most
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Fig. 10. Frequency of the collocation ‘verb in infinitive + liberty’ across different genres and time periods

frequently occurring collocation,
‘intellectual freedom’ in 2015-2019.

Fig. 12 illustrates the collocation of ‘adjective
+ liberty’ across various genres and time periods.
The top ten frequently occurring collocations are:
‘religious liberty’, ‘individual liberty’, ‘personal
liberty’, ‘civil liberty’, ‘economic liberty’, ‘human
liberty’, ‘American liberty’, ‘political liberty’,
‘negative liberty’, and ‘ordered liberty’. Same as for
‘freedom’, the majority of collocations with ‘liberty’
occur most frequently in academic journals, blogs,
and web pages. The distribution of collocations has
undergone a significant change over time, with a shift
from ‘personal liberty’, “human liberty’, and ‘political
liberty’ in the 1990—1994 period to ‘individual liberty’
and ‘negative liberty’ in 1995-1999, and finally to

followed by
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‘religious liberty’, ‘civil liberty’, ‘economic liberty’,
and ‘American liberty’ in 2015-2019.

A comparison of the collocations ‘adjective
+ freedom’ and ‘adjective + liberty’ reveals that
the adjectives ‘religious’, ‘individual’, ‘personal’,
‘economic’, ‘political’, and ‘human’ are common for
both of these synonymous expressions.

One of the most interesting functions of the COCA
is to compare collocations, which can be especially
useful when studying synonyms. Fig. 13 shows such
a comparison for the phrases ‘adjective + freedom’
and ‘adjective + liberty’. Both tables are sorted by
the frequency of occurrence of each adjective with
the studied nouns ‘freedom’ (W1) and ‘liberty’ (W2).
The overall ratio W1/W2 for ‘freedom’/‘liberty’ is
3. For each collocation the ratio W1/W2 is shown,

PRONAIDED [ ROOH

SLCT
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i
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Fig. 11. Frequency of the collocation ‘adjective + freedom’ across different genres and time periods
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Fig. 12. Frequency of the collocation ‘adjective + liberty’ across different genres and time periods
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for example, there are 47.3 times as many cases of
‘intellectual freedom’ as there are of ‘intellectual
liberty’. The score shows the ratio of W1/W2 for this
collocation to overall W1/W2 for this word. In the
case of ‘intellectual freedom’, the score is 15.8.

Conclusions. The presented data indicate that
the word ‘freedom’ is used 81% more frequently
in American English than ‘liberty’. Furthermore,
the highest frequency was observed in texts dated
between 1990-1994 both for ‘freedom’ and ‘liberty’.

Upon comparing the collocations of the
synonymous pairs ‘verb in infinitive + freedom’ and
‘verb in infinitive + liberty’, it was observed that the
verbs ‘have’, ‘protect’, ‘defend’, and ‘promote’ are
common between them.

Similarly, upon analyzing the collocations
‘freedom + noun’ and ‘liberty + noun’, it can be
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13. Comparison of the collocations ‘adjective + freedom’ and ‘adjective + liberty’ (sorted by frequency)

observed that the only noun that features in their
top 10 collocations is ‘movement’. Additionally, the
‘liberty movement’ appears more frequently than the
‘freedom movement’ in American English.

Furthermore, comparing the collocations
‘adjective + freedom’ and ‘adjective + liberty’
highlights that the adjectives ‘religious’, ‘individual’,
‘personal’, ‘economic’, ‘political’, and ‘human’ are
common in both synonymous pairs.

Thus, synonyms ‘freedom’ and ‘liberty’ have
the biggest number of similarities when forming
collocations with adjectives and the least similarities
were observed with collocations with nouns in
American English based on data from COCA during
1990-2019. We see the prospect of further research in
the study of collocations with these synonyms across
different subgenres based on the data of this corpus.

REFERENCES:
1. Arizavi S., Choubsaz Y. To Use or Not to Use the Shorter Forms: A Corpus-Based Analysis of the Apologetic
Expressions “Sorry and I'm sorry” in American Spoken English Discourse. Corpus Pragmatics. 2019. Vol. 3. P. 21-47.

192



3akapnarceKi ¢inonoriudi cryaii

2. Biber D. Using corpus-based methods to investigate grammar and use: some case studies on the use of verbs
in English. 2001. P. 101-115.

3. Bihdai M., Kalymon Y., Syntactic concepts analyzer based on the English complex sentences with an object
clause. Proceedings of the 6th International Conference on Computational Linguistics and Intelligent Systems
COLINS 2022. Gliwice, Poland. 2022. Vol. 1. P. 751-762.

4. Francis W. Language Corpora. Berlin — New York: Mouton de Gruyter. 1991. P. 17-35.

5. Jucker A. Apologies in the History of English: Evidence from the Corpus of Historical American English (COHA).
Corpus Pragmatics. 2018. Vol. 2. P. 375-398.

6. 6. Kondo Y. A Corpus-Based Study of the Concept of ‘Luxury’ Using Web-Crawled Corpora, enTenTen 2013
and ukWaC. Corpus Pragmatics. 2019. Vol. 3. P. 1-20.

7. Leech G. New resources, or just better old ones? Corpus Linguistics and the Web. Amsterdam: Rodopi.
2007. P. 134-149.

8. Levchenko O., Dilai M. A Method of Automated Corpus-Based Identification of Metaphors for Compiling a
Dictionary of Metaphors: A Case Study of the Emotion Conceptual Domain. IEEE 16th International Conference on
Computer Sciences and Information Technologies (CSIT). 2021. P. 52-55.

9. Levchenko O., Tyshchenko O., Dilai M. Automated Identification of Metaphors in Annotated Corpus (Based
on Substance Terms). Proceedings of the 5th International Conference on Computational Linguistics and Intelligent
Systems. COLINS 2021. Lviv, Ukraine. 2021. Vol. 1. P. 16-31.

10. Peppard J. BE Like Simile Usage Across Genres in the COCA. Corpus Pragmatics. 2023. P. 1-26.

11.Rafatbakhsh E., Ahmadi A. A thematic corpus-based study of idioms in the Corpus of Contemporary American
English. Asian-Pacific Journal of Second and Foreign Language Education. 2019. Vol. 4. P. 1-21.

12. Sinclair J. Corpus, Concordance, Collocation Oxford: Oxford University Press. 1991. 170 p.

13. Stefanowitsch A. Corpus Linguistics: A Guide to the Methodology. Berlin: Language Science Press. 2020.
510 p.

14. Whitty L. A Reanalysis of the Uses of Can and Could: A Corpus-Based Approach. Corpus Pragmatics.
2019. Vol. 3. P. 225-247.

YOK 81271
DOI https://doi.org/10.32782/tps2663-4880/2022.27.1.32

MOBHO-KOMYHIKATHUBHI JIEBIALIIT
B CYHACHHUX YKPAIHCBKUX IHTEPHET-HOBUHAX

LINGUISTIC AND COMMUNICATIVE
DEVIATIONS IN MODERN UKRAINIAN INTERNET NEWS

I'mupsa JL.B.,

orcid.org/0000-0001-8562-2746

KaHouoam Qinono2iuHux Hayx,

Odoyenm Kagedpu ykpaincokoi ginonozii

Kuiscvroeo nayionanvnoeo ainegicmuuno2o ynigepcumemy

Y crarTi gocnigxeHo npobnemy dyHKUIOHYBaHHsi 3acobiB AeBiauii B TEKCTax YKpaiHCbKWUX iHTEPHET-HOBWH. MOBHY
JeBiaLilo po3rnsaHyTO B LUMPOKOMY PO3YMiHHI IK HEAOTPUMAaHHSA HOPM NiTepaTypHOi MOBU, @ MOBHO-KOMYHIKaTUBHY — K
MOPYLUEHHS MOBHUX HOPM, LLO NPM3BOAATE 4O KOMYHIKaTMBHUX HeBAaY. [poayLeHTM HOBUHHMX NOBIAOMIEHb HABMUCHO
BiAXMNSAOTLCA Bif MOBHUX Ta KOMYHIKaTUBHWUX MpaBWi 3 METOK MaHinynioBaHHSA OYMKOK PELMMIEHTIB Ta NPUBEPHEHHS
yBarv ayamTopii 40 HOBUHMW.

OG'ekTOM JoCnimKeHHs € aBuwa Aesiauii, WO (PyHKUIOHYIOTb Y TEKCTaX HOBUHHMX MOBIAOMIIEHb, @ NPeaMeToM —
3acobm ixHboT Bepbanisauii. MeTa cTaTTi nonsrae y BUSIBIIEHHI Ta aHani3i MOBHO-KOMYHIKaTMBHUX AeBiaLil, 3adikcoBaHmX
y TEKCTaX YKpaiHCbKMX iHTEPHET-HOBMWH. [)kepenom martepiany obpaHo yKpaiHCbKi iHTEPHET-HOBMHU pecypcy gazeta.ua
3 OMNS4Y Ha Te, WO TEKCTU HOBWH BIi4irpatoTb NPUHLMMIOBY posib Y DOPMYBaHHI Ta PO3BUTKY MOBREHHEBUX ynogobaHb
PeUMMIieHTIB, a TaKoX BiOA3epKaniolTb MOXIIMBI MOBMEHHEBI MOMMUIIKO HEGE3NeYHi MicLus B Cy4acHOMY MacmegiiHoMy
npocTopi.

Y cratTi 3pobneHo cnpoby knacugikyBaTy Aesialii, 3adikCoBaHi y TEKCTax HOBMHHMX NOBIAOMIEHb CanTy gazeta.ua,
AKi NOAINATLCA HAa MOBHI Ta MOBIIEHHEBI NOPYLUEHHS. BCTaHOBNEHO, WO HanMmoWMpPeEHILLMMU MOBHUMU BigXUNEHHAMM
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