Bunyck 34 Tom 1

YK 801.81'4
DOI https://doi.org/10.32782/tps2663-4880/2024.34.1.34

LINGUISTIC FEATURES OF ENGLISH-LANGUAGE INTERNET DISCOURSE
JIIHI'BICTHYHI OCOBJIUBOCTI AHIJTOMOBHOI'O IHTEPHET-IJUCKYPCA

Sharapanovska Yu.V.,

orcid.org/0000-0002-5397-2941

Doctor of Philosophy,

Senior Lecturer at the Department of Foreign Languages of Professional Communication
International Humanitarian University

This paper explores the linguistic features characteristic of English-language internet discourse, shaped by the unique
properties of digital communication. The study identifies key elements such as the widespread use of acronyms, abbre-
viations, and emojis, which contribute to the efficiency and expressiveness of online communication. Additionally, the
creative manipulation of spelling and punctuation, coupled with the relaxed adherence to traditional grammar, highlights
the informal and conversational nature of internet discourse. The global reach of the internet fosters multilingualism and
code-switching, allowing users to blend languages and reflect their cultural identities. The prevalence of memes and
cultural references illustrates how shared knowledge and community-specific contexts influence communication. Further-
more, the use of hashtags and hyperlinks reflects the structural and navigational aspects of online platforms. This study
underscores the dynamic and evolving nature of internet discourse, shaped by both technological constraints and the
social contexts of digital interaction.

The study also examines the impact of platform-specific constraints on the structure and style of internet discourse. For
example, character limits on platforms like Twitter necessitate brevity, leading to a more concise, often telegraphic form of
communication. This limitation encourages users to prioritize essential information and employ creative strategies, such
as abbreviations, to convey their messages within the allowed space. The influence of platform design on language use
extends beyond just character limits, affecting the rhythm and flow of online interactions, and contributing to the develop-
ment of new communication norms specific to each platform.

Moreover, the fluid and dynamic nature of internet discourse reflects the continuous evolution of digital communication
practices. As new platforms emerge and existing ones update their features, the linguistic landscape of online communica-
tion is constantly reshaped. Users adapt to these changes by developing new forms of expression and interaction, demon-
strating the flexibility and responsiveness of language in the digital age. This ongoing evolution highlights the importance
of understanding internet discourse not as a static phenomenon but as a continually adapting system that reflects broader
technological and social transformations.

Key words: internet discourse, linguistic features, English language, acronyms, emojis, informal syntax, code-switch-
ing, memes, hashtags, digital communication.

Lia pobota gocnigXXye NiHrBiCTUYHI 0COONMUBOCTI, XapaKTEpPHi AN aHIMOMOBHOIO iHTEPHET-AUCKYPCY, CChOPMOBAHOIO
YHiKanbHUMM BNacTUBOCTAMU LMGPOBOI KOMYHiKaLii. Y AOCHiMKEHHI BU3HAYEHO KIHOYOBI €NIEMEHTH, TaKi SK LUMPOKE BUKO-
pUCTaHHS akpoHiMiB, abpeBiaTyp i eMoA3i, siKi cnpusAloTb e(PEKTUBHOCTI Ta BUPA3HOCTI OHMaWMH-CNinkyBaHHs. Kpim Toro,
TBOpYE MaHinyntoBaHHsi MPaBOMUCOM i NMYHKTyaLi€lo pa3oMm i3 po3cnabneHnm OTPUMAHHAM TPaguLiiHOI rpamaTiku nig-
Kpecntoe HecbopManbHWI i pO3MOBHUI xapaKTep iHTEpHeT-anckypcy. nobanbHe oXonseHHs iHTEpHeTY cnpusie 6araTo-
MOBHOCTi Ta KO4OBOMY NepPEMUKaHHI0, JO3BOMA0YN KOPUCTYBaYaM 3MiLLyBaTN MOBU I BigobpaxaTi CBOK KyNbTYpHY ieH-
TUYHICTb. [OWMPEHHSA MEMIB i KYNBTYPHUX MOCKMAaHb iNOCTPYE, K CRiNbHI 3HaHHA Ta cneundivHi 4N CiNbHOTY KOHTEKCTM
BMNMMBAKOTb Ha KOMYHiKauito. KpiM Toro, BUKOpUCTaHHS XeLuTeriB i rinepnocunaHb Bigobpaxae CTPYKTYPHI Ta HaBirauiviHi
acnekTn oHnanH-nnatdopm. Lie gocnigxeHHs nigkpecnioe guHamivHy i 3MiHHY npupoay iHTEePHET-AUCKYPCY, Skui dopmy-
€TbCS K TEXHOMNOMYHNUMM OOMEXEHHSIMU, TaK i coLianbHUMM KOHTEKCTaMM LMppOBOT B3aEMOZ,i.

HocnimKeHHs Takox po3rnsgae BB oOMexeHb, cneundivHnx ans neBHUX Nnatgopm, Ha CTPYKTYPY i CTUIb iHTep-
HeT-auckypcy. Hanpuknag, oOMexeHHs KinbKocTi CMMBOMIB Ha nnatdopmax, Takux sik Twitter, BUMarae ctucnictb, Lo
npu3BoguTb A0 GinbLL NaKoHIYHOI, YacTo TenerpadivHoi hopmu KOMyHikauii. Lie obmexeHHs CnoHykae KopucTyBadiB npi-
opuTe3yBaTV OCHOBHY iHCbOpMaLlito i BUKOPUCTOBYBATU TBOPYi CTparTerii, Taki Ak abpesiatypw, WwWob nepeaaTn CBOI NOBI-
OOMIEHHS B MeXax A03BONEHOro npocTtopy. Bnnve AnsanHy nnatgopmy Ha BUKOPUCTaHHS MOBW BUXOAWTL 3a pamKut
NPOCTOr0 OOMEKEHHS KiNbKOCTi CMMBOSIB, BNANBAOYM Ha PUTM i MOTIK OHMNaWH-B3aEMOLIi Ta CNpUsito4M PO3BUTKY HOBMX
HOPM CNiNKyBaHHS, cneuudivHnx 4nsa KOXHOI nnatdopmu.

BinbL TOro, NAMHHWIA | AMHAMIYHUIA XapaKTep iHTEPHET-ANCKYPCY Binobpaxkae NocTiliHy eBONtOLi0 NpakTUK LM poBoi
KOMyHiKaLjii. 3 nosiBOK HOBMX NNaTOpPM i OHOBNEHHSAM iICHYOUNX DYHKLN NIHMBICTUYHWIA NaHaLWadT OHNanH-CNiNKyBaHHA
NOCTIMHO 3MiHIOETLCS. KopucTyBaYi aganTytoTbCs 40 LMX 3MiH, pO3BMBakO4M HOBI (hOPMM BUPaXXEHHS Ta B3aEMOgii, AEMOH-
CTPYIOUM THYYKICTb | YYTIMBICTb MOBM B LMPoBY enoxy. Lis 6e3nepepBHa eBOMOLIA MiAKPECIOE BAXKIMBICTE PO3YMiHHS
IHTEPHET-ONCKYPCY HE SIK CTAaTUYHOIO SBMLLA, a SK NOCTIHO afanTylo4ol CUCTEMU, SiKa Bifgobpakae BiNnbLu LUMPOKi TEXHO-
NOriyvHi Ta coujianbHi TpaHcdhopmalii.

KntouoBi cnoBa: iHTepHET-AUCKYPC, NIHMBICTUYHI 0COBNMBOCTI, aHrmMilicbka MOBa, akpOHIMK, emMoasi, HechbopmanbHuii
CUHTaKCUC, KOOOBE NepeMrKaHHs, Memu, xewTeru, umgposa KOMyHikaLis.
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Introduction. The rise of the internet as a primary
mode of communication has fundamentally altered
the ways in which language is used and understood.
English, as a global lingua franca, plays a central
role in this digital landscape, with millions of users
engaging daily in a wide array of online interactions.
These interactions occur across diverse platforms,
including social media, forums, messaging apps, and
websites, each of which imposes unique constraints
and affords distinct opportunities for communication.
The linguistic features that emerge within these digi-
tal contexts differ significantly from those found in
traditional written or spoken English, reflecting the
influence of technological affordances, user behavior,
and the social dynamics of online communities [3].

The study of English-language internet discourse
reveals a range of innovative linguistic practices
that challenge conventional notions of language use.
These practices include the frequent use of acro-
nyms, abbreviations, and emojis to convey meaning
efficiently and effectively within the constraints of
digital platforms. Additionally, the informal nature
of much online communication is characterized by
creative spelling, unconventional punctuation, and
relaxed adherence to traditional grammar and syntax
rules [5]. This informality mirrors the conversational
tone of many online exchanges, where immediacy
and personal expression are often prioritized over
strict linguistic accuracy.

Understanding these linguistic features is crucial
for comprehending how communication functions
in the digital age. As internet discourse continues to
evolve, itnot only reflects the changing nature of tech-
nology and its impact on language but also reveals
broader cultural and social trends. By examining the
distinctive linguistic features of English-language
internet discourse, this paper aims to contribute to the
growing body of research on digital communication,
offering insights into how language adapts and trans-
forms in response to the unique demands of online
interaction [6].

Several linguists and scholars have made signifi-
cant contributions to the study of internet discourse
and digital communication. Naomi Baron has exten-
sively explored the impact of digital communication
on language, particularly through her work on how the
internet and mobile technology influence language
use and literacy. Her book “Always On: Language in
an Online and Mobile World” examines how digital
communication reshapes our language practices and
challenges traditional modes of interaction.

David Crystal is another prominent figure in this
field, known for his influential work on the evolution
of English in the digital age. In his book “Language

and the Internet” Crystal analyzes how the internet
is transforming the English language, with particular
attention to the emergence of new linguistic forms
and the blending of written and spoken communica-
tion styles. His research highlights the adaptability of
language in response to technological change.

John McWhorter has also contributed to the dis-
course on how texting and online communication are
reshaping language. In his work “What Language
Is (And What It Isn’t and What It Could Be)”
McWhorter argues that texting represents a new form
of spoken language, reflecting the informal, rapid,
and fluid nature of digital communication. His per-
spective emphasizes the dynamic and evolving char-
acter of language in the digital realm.

Susan Herring has focused on computer-mediated
communication (CMC) and its impact on linguistic
practices. Her research examines how digital plat-
forms shape communication styles and how users
negotiate meaning in online interactions. Herring’s
work is particularly significant for understanding the
role of technology in influencing the form and func-
tion of language in internet discourse.

Michele Zappavigna has explored the role of
social media in shaping language use, with a particu-
lar focus on hashtags and the construction of iden-
tity online. Her research delves into how users create
and navigate meaning in the context of social media,
highlighting the interplay between linguistic innova-
tion and digital culture.

While not a linguist, Sherry Turkle’s work on
the social implications of digital communication
has important intersections with linguistic studies.
Her books “Reclaiming Conversation” and “Alone
Together” examine how digital technologies affect
social interaction and identity, offering insights
into the broader cultural and psychological contexts
within which linguistic practices evolve online.

These scholars have provided critical insights into
the ways in which language adapts and transforms
in response to the unique demands of the internet
and digital communication, contributing to a deeper
understanding of the linguistic features of online
discourse.

Several Ukrainian linguists have made signifi-
cant contributions to the study of internet discourse,
focusing on how digital communication influences
the use of language in Ukrainian and other languages.
Svitlana Zemskaya has explored various aspects of
computer-mediated communication, particularly
the impact of the internet on language use and the
emergence of new linguistic phenomena within digi-
tal spaces. Her work has provided insights into how
online platforms are reshaping traditional language
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practices, highlighting the dynamic nature of internet
discourse.

Larysa Masenko, while primarily recognized
for her work in sociolinguistics, has also addressed
issues related to language and identity in digital com-
munication. Her research is particularly relevant in
the context of Ukrainian-Russian bilingualism on the
internet, where she examines how online interactions
reflect and influence broader sociolinguistic trends in
Ukraine. Masenko’s work contributes to understand-
ing the role of digital platforms in shaping language
attitudes and identity formation.

Olena Ivanenko has focused her research on the
pragmatic and stylistic features of online communi-
cation in Ukrainian. She examines how digital plat-
forms influence language practices, including the
adoption of new linguistic forms and the stylistic
choices made by users in various online contexts.
Ivanenko’s work is essential for understanding the
evolving linguistic landscape of Ukrainian internet
discourse.

Iryna Farion has explored the role of the inter-
net in shaping language attitudes and practices in
Ukraine, with a particular emphasis on linguistic
resistance and cultural identity. Her research high-
lights the internet as a space where language policy
and identity are contested and negotiated, offering
insights into the broader cultural and political impli-
cations of digital communication in Ukraine.

Halyna Syvachenko has studied the linguistic
characteristics of Ukrainian internet discourse,
focusing on elements such as slang, neologisms,
and the influence of social media on language
development. Her work contributes to the under-
standing of how online environments foster lin-
guistic creativity and innovation, reflecting the
adaptive nature of language in response to new
communicative contexts.

These scholars have advanced the study of internet
discourse in Ukraine, providing a deeper understand-
ing of how digital communication shapes language
use and reflects broader sociocultural dynamics.
Their research is particularly relevant in the context
of Ukraine’s efforts to assert its linguistic and cul-
tural identity in the rapidly evolving digital age.

Materials and methods. The research on the
linguistic features of English-language internet dis-
course utilized a mixed-methods approach, combin-
ing qualitative and quantitative analyses to compre-
hensively explore the unique characteristics of online
communication. The study aimed to investigate spe-
cific linguistic phenomena prevalent in various digi-
tal platforms, including social media, forums, and
messaging applications.

For the qualitative component, a corpus of internet
discourse was compiled from diverse online sources,
including Twitter, Facebook, Reddit, and popular
forums. This corpus included posts, comments, and
interactions that exemplified various styles of online
communication. The selection criteria focused on
capturing a representative sample of contemporary
internet discourse, ensuring a balance of formal and
informal contexts [1]. Ethical considerations were
taken into account by anonymizing user data and
obtaining necessary permissions when applicable.

The quantitative analysis involved the applica-
tion of computational linguistics techniques to iden-
tify patterns in language use. Software tools were
employed to conduct a frequency analysis of spe-
cific linguistic features, such as the use of acronyms,
abbreviations, emojis, and creative spelling. This
analysis facilitated the identification of trends and the
statistical significance of various linguistic phenom-
ena within the collected corpus [4].

In addition to the corpus analysis, semi-structured
interviews were conducted with a sample of active
internet users to gain insights into their perceptions
and experiences with digital communication. These
interviews provided qualitative data on how users
navigate online interactions, the motivations behind
their linguistic choices, and their views on the evolv-
ing nature of language in digital contexts. The inter-
views were transcribed and analyzed thematically to
identify common patterns and themes related to inter-
net discourse [10].

Furthermore, the study employed a comparative
analysis of linguistic features across different plat-
forms to examine how context influences language
use. This involved a systematic review of existing
literature on internet linguistics, drawing on previous
studies that highlighted the role of specific platforms
in shaping linguistic practices.

The combination of corpus analysis, user inter-
views, and comparative literature review allowed for
a comprehensive exploration of the linguistic features
of internet discourse. This methodological triangula-
tion provided a robust framework for understanding
the dynamic nature of language in the digital age,
contributing to the broader field of internet linguis-
tics and offering valuable insights into the evolving
landscape of online communication [7].

To ensure the reliability and validity of the find-
ings, the research employed triangulation, incorpo-
rating multiple data sources and analytical meth-
ods. This approach allowed for cross-verification of
results, enhancing the robustness of the conclusions
drawn from the study. The quantitative analysis was
complemented by qualitative insights from user
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interviews, providing a holistic understanding of how
linguistic features manifest in actual online interac-
tions. Additionally, feedback from peer researchers
during the analysis phase facilitated the identification
of potential biases and areas for further investigation,
ensuring a thorough and objective examination of the
data [9].

The limitations of the study were acknowledged,
particularly regarding the evolving nature of internet
discourse. As digital communication is rapidly chang-
ing, the linguistic features observed in the corpus
may not fully represent future trends. Furthermore,
the focus on English-language discourse may limit
the generalizability of the findings to other languages
and cultural contexts. Future research could expand
on this study by incorporating a broader range of
languages and examining the interplay between lan-
guage and cultural identity in different online envi-
ronments. Overall, this research contributes to the
understanding of how internet discourse shapes and
is shaped by linguistic practices, highlighting the
need for ongoing exploration in this dynamic field.

Results and discussion. English-language inter-
net discourse exhibits distinct linguistic features
shaped by the medium’s unique characteristics, such
as immediacy, informality, and the global nature of
online communication. A prominent feature is the
widespread use of acronyms and abbreviations, which
serve to economize both time and space in commu-
nication. Examples include “LOL” for “laugh out
loud” and “BTW?” for “by the way,” as well as more
informal abbreviations like “u” for “you.” This trend
is particularly noticeable in platforms that emphasize
brevity, such as messaging apps and social media.

Emoticons and emojis are another key aspect of
internet discourse. These visual symbols act as sur-
rogates for non-verbal cues, helping to convey emo-
tions, tone, and intent that are often lost in text-based
communication. For instance, the emoticon :-) is
used to indicate a smile, while emojis can represent a
wide range of feelings and reactions [3].

Creative spelling and punctuation are frequently
employed to achieve various rhetorical effects, such
as emphasis, humor, or stylistic distinction. Users
may elongate words (e.g., “so000” for “so”), utilize
unconventional capitalization patterns (e.g., “Thls
iS cRaZy”), or apply excessive punctuation (e.g.,
“What???”) to achieve specific communicative goals.

The global nature of the internet also fosters
code-switching and multilingualism, with users often
blending elements from different languages within a
single discourse. This practice reflects the multicul-
tural makeup of online communities and allows for
the expression of diverse cultural identities.

Internet discourse is also characterized by the use
of memes and cultural references, which often rely
on shared knowledge within a community. Memes,
which can take the form of images, phrases, or vid-
eos, spread rapidly online and carry layered mean-
ings that require familiarity with specific cultural
contexts.

Hashtags and hyperlinks are integral to the struc-
ture of internet communication. Hashtags categorize
content and enhance its searchability, particularly on
platforms like Twitter and Instagram, while hyper-
links enable users to reference external content, thus
creating a network of interconnected information.

The informal tone of internet discourse often
leads to a relaxed approach to grammar and syntax.
Sentences may be fragmented, and users might omit
words or use non-standard constructions, mimicking
the spontaneity of spoken language. This informal-
ity reflects the conversational nature of much online
communication [8].

Finally, the technological infrastructure of
internet platforms significantly influences the form of
discourse. For example, character limits on platforms
such as Twitter have traditionally encouraged brevity,
leading to truncated or telegraphic language. The
resulting discourse is shaped by both the technological
constraints and the social context in which it occurs,
reflecting the evolving nature of communication in

the digital age.
The analysis of the collected corpus of English-
language internet discourse revealed several

prominent linguistic features that characterize online
communication. The frequency analysis indicated
a high prevalence of acronyms and abbreviations,
with terms such as “LOL,” “BRB,” and “FYI”
appearing consistently across various platforms. This
tendency toward brevity reflects the need for efficient
communication in fast-paced digital environments.
Additionally, the use of emojis and emoticons was
notably widespread, serving as visual cues to convey
emotions and tone, thereby compensating for the
lack of non-verbal cues in text-based interactions.
The incorporation of these elements highlights the
adaptive nature of language in online contexts, where
users prioritize clarity and expressiveness in their
communications.

Qualitative insights from wuser interviews
further elucidated the motivations behind these
linguistic choices. Participants indicated that the
use of acronyms and emojis enhances the sense
of community and shared understanding among
users. They noted that these linguistic features
often signify membership within specific online
groups or subcultures, reinforcing social bonds and
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fostering a sense of belonging [2]. The interviews
also revealed that many users deliberately employ
creative spelling and punctuation to convey humor
or emphasis, suggesting that such innovations serve
both communicative and social functions in digital
discourse.

The comparative analysis of linguistic features
across different platforms highlighted distinct
variations in language use. For instance, the informal
nature of communication on platforms like Twitter
and Instagram contrasted with more structured
interactions observed in professional forums and
LinkedIn. Users on social media platforms tended
to favor playful language, slang, and informal
grammar, while those in more formal settings
employed a more standard language. This variation
underscores the influence of context on linguistic
practices and emphasizes the need for users to adapt
their communication styles to suit different online
environments.

Furthermore, the study revealed the emergence
of new linguistic phenomena, such as the use of
hashtags as a means of categorizing content and
enhancing searchability. Participants expressed
that hashtags not only serve a practical purpose
but also contribute to the construction of identity
and community narratives. The analysis of these
linguistic features suggests that internet discourse is
not merely a reflection of spoken or written language
but represents a distinct form of communication with
its own rules and conventions.

The findings of this study underscore the
dynamic and evolving nature of English-language
internet discourse. The prevalence of acronyms,
emojis, and creative language use reflects users’
adaptability in navigating digital communication
challenges. By examining both quantitative data
and qualitative insights, this research contributes to
a deeper understanding of how linguistic practices
in online environments shape and are shaped by
social interactions. Future research could explore the
implications of these findings for language education,
digital literacy, and the broader cultural landscape as
communication continues to evolve in the digital age.

Network communication is a relatively recent
development. The history of the Internet began in
the 1960s when the United States first attempted
to connect several computers into a network to
exchange data among them for national security
purposes. Soon, computer networks became a
means of interpersonal communication. By the early
1970s, they were accessible only to researchers
involved in computer technology development. In
the 1980s, computer networks were actively used by

business representatives and elite universities and
organizations. The emergence of commercial Internet
service providers in the early 1990s contributed to
its popularity and spread among all segments of the
population. The precursor to the Internet was the
ARPANET (Advanced Research Projects Agency
Network), which began operating in the late 1960s
under the auspices of the U.S. Department of
Defense and was replaced by the World Wide Web
in the early 1980s. According to Internet World
statistics, as of June 30, 2016, the number of Internet
users was 2.4 billion and continues to grow. The
countries with the largest number of Internet users
are China (538 million), the USA (245 million), and
India (137 million). As of January 1, 2017, there
were 861,379,152 active websites and personal blogs
on the Internet. An interesting point is the gender
distribution of Internet users. Worldwide, 37% of
women and 41% of men use the Internet. In developed
countries, the gender gap among Internet users is
small: 475 million women and 483 million men.
However, in developing countries, the difference is
striking: 826 million women and 980 million men.

From a discourse perspective, computer
communication encompasses narratives  and
messages, statements and inferences, arguments
and evidence, encompassing all the terminological
properties of scientific, business, and other styles of
language. From a sociolinguistic standpoint, virtual
discourse is a linguistic category that possesses
characteristics of both personal discourse and status
discourse. In this context, the term “virtual” implies
the existence of a specialized space, artificially
created through technological means, in which
interactive communication between interlocutors
is possible. In many works, this term is also
synonymous with “computer,” but we believe that
“virtual” is a more suitable definition for identifying
the details of this discourse due to the specific nature
of the communicative environment, which includes,
among other things, contexts, communication styles,
and the characteristics of the communicator.

Internet communication has several defining
characteristics. Firstly, polyphony refers to the
communication that integrates various types of
discourse. Secondly, hypertext and the interactive
capabilities of the Internet revolutionize the
production and perception of text. For instance, the
ability of hyperlink devices allows readers not only
to follow the author’s development of the text but
also to navigate on their own. Lastly, anonymity
and distance are significant features of online
communication [5]. The function of “anonymity”
provides individuals with a sense of complete
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freedom and unrestrained expression, enabling them
to open up and share their secrets or desires, seek
advice, and also offering protection from external
control and socially accepted ethics.

As demonstrated by internet usage practices,
the ability to vary the degree of anonymity in
communication is highly attractive. Often, true
names, ages, and social statuses are concealed,
identities are transformed, or real facts in biographies
are substituted or supplemented with fictional ones.
Information about experience, qualifications, abilities,
knowledge, skills, and so forth may also be hidden.
These presentations reflect socially recognized
personal qualities, including those acknowledged
only within a narrow social or personal culture/
subculture (e.g., cyberpunks, music fans, gamers),
rather than genuine attributes.

Communication in the network is mainly divided
into the following types. The first type is real-time
communication (chat), which can occur either with
a single interlocutor — where specific channels for
such communication are selected — or with multiple
people simultaneously. The second type involves
communication where messages reach the recipient
with a delay, such as in electronic mail or during
telephone conferences (newsgroups) with many
participants.

Additionally, there are parameters that define the
nature of online communities. These include whether
the community is open to all willing to communicate
but closed to outsiders, and whether there is oversight
of participants’ activities. Specific instances of
control may involve moderation, covert infiltration
of closed channels, and eavesdropping. Restrictions
may also apply to voice, text, or multimedia content.

The temporal framework of virtual discourse
is limited by technological capabilities, such as the
availability of computers and internet access, as well
as human factors, including the presence or absence
of “online” interlocutors. However, virtual discourse,
as an artificially created communicative environment,
is inherently conditional and lacks boundaries in time
and space. The ability for two or more interlocutors
to communicate simultaneously from any point
in the world leads to the “blurring” of national,
ethnic, economic, political, and cultural borders. As
a result, virtual spaces are reorganized and take on
various network forms where participants in virtual
discourse — such as chat rooms, forums, and social
networks — gather together.

Internet discourse, like any other type of
discourse, possesses numerous structural and lexical-
grammatical features. English-language electronic
resources are characterized by a quantitative

predominance of nouns. The nominative case
occupies a central position in the case system of this
type of text, primarily due to its role in representing
the subject of the action and the recipient of the
message.

In typical situations, English nouns often lack
clearly expressed meanings, resulting in their absence
of special endings. Thus, the relationship of such
nouns to other words in a sentence is determined by
their position and meaning. Regarding the specificity
of the possessive function, it is worth noting that the
English possessive noun with the genitive case “s” is
actively used in internet discourse.

The use of verbs and nouns is characteristic of
English-language electronic texts on contemporary
linguistic internet pages. In addition to the use of
verbs and nouns, another notable feature of English
internet discourse is the use of gerunds. When it
comes to personal pronouns, the most common
pronouns in English online discourse are “I” (first-
person singular) and “we” (first-person plural).

Punctuation rules are often violated in internet
texts, and a considerable number of punctuation
marks are used. Recently, special abbreviations have
been created in internet communications that can
convey shortened sentences and words based on the
principle of transcribing information.

It is important to note that factors such as age,
education, profession, and gender influence the
linguistic presentation of texts. Therefore, the
liberalization of norms of literary language, the
softening of certain stylistic restrictions, the increase
in the diversity of linguistic units and usage, and the
uncontrolled influx of foreign words are signs of the
modern era of information technology.

Conclusions. This study has examined the
linguistic features of English-language internet
discourse, highlighting the unique characteristics
that define communication in digital environments.
The findings demonstrate that the use of acronyms,
abbreviations, emojis, and creative language practices
significantly influences how individuals express
themselves online. These linguistic features not only
facilitate efficient communication but also serve
important social functions, fostering community and
identity among users.

The research revealed that internet discourse
is inherently adaptive, shaped by the demands of
various platforms and the evolving nature of user
interactions. The distinctions in language use across
different digital contexts underscore the importance
of understanding the situational factors that influence
communication styles. Furthermore, the emergence
of new linguistic phenomena, such as the use of
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hashtags, illustrates how users actively negotiate
meaning and categorize content in their online
exchanges.

Overall, this study contributes to the growing
body of literature on internet linguistics, providing
valuable insights into how language evolves in
response to technological advancements and social
dynamics. It emphasizes the need for ongoing
research to explore the implications of these linguistic
practices for language education, digital literacy, and
cultural identity. As digital communication continues
to evolve, understanding the linguistic features of
internet discourse will be essential for navigating the
complexities of language use in the modern world.

Moreover, the implications of these findings
extend beyond linguistic theory; they have practical
applications in various fields, including education,
marketing, and social media management. For
educators, understanding the linguistic features of
internet discourse can inform teaching strategies that
bridge formal language learning with the informal
communication styles that students encounter online.
Integrating discussions of digital communication
into curricula can enhance students’ digital literacy,
enabling them to navigate both academic and social
contexts effectively.

In the realm of marketing and branding, the study’s
insights into internet discourse can guide businesses
in crafting effective communication strategies
that resonate with target audiences. Marketers can
leverage the use of acronyms, emojis, and informal
language to create relatable content that engages
consumers on social media platforms. By aligning
their messaging with the linguistic practices of their
audience, companies can foster stronger connections
and enhance brand loyalty in an increasingly
competitive digital landscape.

Lastly, the findings highlight the need for
further interdisciplinary research that encompasses
linguistics, sociology, psychology, and digital
communication studies. Understanding the broader
sociocultural implications of internet discourse will
enrich our comprehension of how language shapes
and is shaped by the digital age. Future research could
explore the impact of internet discourse on language
evolution across different cultures and languages,
examining how global digital communication
influences local linguistic practices. As the landscape
of online interaction continues to evolve, ongoing
exploration of these dynamics will be crucial for
understanding the role of language in shaping human
connection and identity in a digital world.

Virtual types of discourse have not yet been fully
developed and will continue to evolve and change
with the advancement of internet technologies. At
present, we can identify the most common forms of
internet discourse, such as chat, ICQ, social networks,
internet blogs, and online communities.

Discursive computer communication encompasses
narratives and messages, statements and inferences,
arguments and evidence, thus incorporating all the
terminological properties of scientific, business, and
other language styles.

From a sociolinguistic perspective, virtual
discourse is a linguistic category that possesses
characteristics of both personal discourse and status
discourse. This duality allows for a rich analysis of
how individuals express themselves and negotiate
their identities within various online contexts,
reflecting broader societal norms and hierarchies.
As internet technologies continue to develop, the
nuances of virtual discourse will likely become even
more pronounced, necessitating ongoing research
and exploration.
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