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Abstract. This article examines the text-forming potential of compound words across major English
discourse genres. Using a mixed-method approach combining corpus linguistics and discourse analysis, the
study analyzes 3,000 compounds from academic, news, fiction, and magazine texts. The results demonstrate
that compounds function not only as lexical units but also as cohesive, thematic, and stylistic devices that
structure discourse. Academic writing uses compounds to enhance terminological precision, journalism
employs them for conciseness and conceptual framing, while fiction relies on creative compounds to enrich
imagery and narrative tone. The findings expand current understandings of cohesion theory by showing that
compounding itself is a discourse-organizing mechanism. The study offers implications for linguistics,
lexicography, and language teaching.
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Introduction. Compound words constitute one of the most dynamic and productive mechanisms of
word formation in contemporary English, and their role extends far beyond the creation of new lexical items.
Over the past three decades, linguists have increasingly emphasized the importance of compounding not only
as a morphological phenomenon but also as a key contributor to text formation and discourse organization
(Bauer 2003; Plag 2018). Because compounds compress complex concepts into concise structures, they
facilitate both linguistic economy and communicative efficiency—two essential features of modern written
discourse, particularly in academic, journalistic, and technological contexts.Recent corpus-based research
highlights that nearly 40% of new lexical units entering English annually are compounds (Lieber 2016),
demonstrating the productivity of this word-formation type. Moreover, the rapid expansion of digital
communication has accelerated the emergence of novel compounds such as social-media activism, Al-driven
tools, and climate-related risks. Another significant contribution of compound words is their interdisciplinary
relevance. In scientific and technical discourse, for instance, compounds form the backbone of terminology.
Studies of biomedical texts reveal that up to 65% of domain-specific terms are compounds or multiword units
functioning as compound analogues (Gries & Stefanowitsch 2010). These structures enable precise
categorization and classification, which are crucial for clarity in specialized communication. Meanwhile, in
journalistic writing, compounds provide conciseness and immediacy, helping journalists convey complex
socio-political processes such as nation-building efforts, policy-driven reforms, or conflict-related
displacement in compressed yet meaningful ways.In literary discourse, compounds contribute to stylistic
richness.

Creative compounds—such as “shadow-filled silence” or “time-worn memories”—are used to
intensify imagery and emotional resonance. Literary scholars argue that such compounds operate as
metaphorical condensations that evoke vivid conceptual associations (Kovecses 2010). Thus, in fiction,
compounds function not only structurally but also aesthetically, shaping narrative voice and enhancing
affective engagement.Despite these diverse contributions, the text-forming potential of compounds has
remained relatively underexplored in linguistic scholarship. Existing studies have predominantly focused on
morphological classification or semantic relations, leaving a gap in understanding how compounds function
as cohesive, thematic, and stylistic mechanisms across different text types.

Addressing this gap is crucial, as compounds are increasingly central to modern communication,
especially in globalized academic and digital environments where linguistic efficiency is vital. This study
therefore aims to examine the discourse-level functions of compound words by analyzing their role in
cohesion, semantic density, and thematic progression across various genres of English texts. By integrating
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corpus analysis with qualitative discourse methods, the research seeks to demonstrate that compounds are not
merely lexical units but integral organizational devices that structure and enrich modern English discourse.

Literary Review. Compounding has received extensive scholarly attention as one of the most
productive morphological processes in English. Foundational works such as Marchand (1969), Bauer (2003),
Lieber (2016), and Plag (2018) have focused on the structural, semantic, and syntactic dimensions of
compound formation, offering detailed classifications of endocentric, exocentric, coordinative, and
subordinate patterns. These studies highlight that compounds serve as efficient lexical mechanisms capable of
merging two or more lexemes into a unified semantic whole, often resulting in expressions that are richer and
more precise than their free-phrase equivalents. One of the most widely discussed functions of compounds is
conceptual compression, a term used by Bisetto (2010) to describe how complex ideas can be compacted into
single lexical units.

This semantic condensation allows writers to encode dense conceptual content efficiently, a feature
especially valuable in academic discourse. For example, compounds like climate-change mitigation,
knowledge-based economy, or data-driven methodology condense large clusters of meaning, enabling authors
to construct arguments without repetitive elaboration. This compression supports clarity and conciseness—
central qualities of effective scholarly communication.In specialized fields, particularly in science and
technology, compounds form the backbone of terminology. Studies of biomedical and engineering corpora
(Gries & Stefanowitsch 2010; Novozhilova 2017) reveal that 60—70% of domain-specific terms are
compounds or multiword units functioning akin to compounds. This prevalence is attributed to the need for
precise categorization in scientific discourse, where newly emerging phenomena must be named rapidly and
systematically. Terms such as gene-expression pattern, high-energy particles, or machine-learning algorithm
exemplify the role of compounds as terminological anchors that stabilize scientific communication. While
morphological and terminological aspects are well documented, the text-forming potential of compound words
has received far less systematic attention. This refers to how compounds contribute to the structure, cohesion,
and communicative functions of entire texts. For instance, in texts discussing environmental issues, the
compound carbon-emission levels may generate a lexical chain including emission-control policies, low-
emission vehicles, or emission-reduction strategies. This pattern demonstrates that compounds often evolve
into lexical clusters, which help maintain thematic unity throughout a text.

Methodology. This study adopts a mixed-method research design that integrates quantitative corpus
linguistics with qualitative discourse analysis. The mixed approach is suitable because compound words
function simultaneously as measurable lexical units and as discourse-level devices that require interpretive
analysis. The quantitative component provides statistical insights into the frequency, distribution, and
collocational behavior of compounds across multiple genres. In contrast, the qualitative component enables
an examination of how compounds contribute to cohesion, thematic development, and stylistic expression
within real texts. By combining both methods, the study captures the functional complexity of compounds
more comprehensively than a single-method design. The primary dataset for this research was extracted from
the Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA), one of the largest and most representative corpora
of modern English, containing over one billion words across diverse genres. A total of 3,000 compound words
were selected from four major genres: academic writing, news media, fiction, and magazines. These genres
were chosen because they represent distinct communicative purposes, stylistic norms, and lexical preferences,
making them ideal for investigating genre-specific trends in compound usage.

Minimum frequency threshold: Compound words appearing fewer than 50 times in the corpus were
excluded to avoid rare or idiosyncratic formations. Morphological structure: Only compounds with a clear
structural pattern—Noun+Noun (N+N), Adjective+tNoun (Adj+N), Verb+Noun (V+N), and Noun+Verb
(N+V)—were included. Exclusion of multiword expressions: Hyphenated or closed compounds were selected,
while free multiword units were eliminated to maintain structural consistency. This corpus-based approach
ensures that findings reflect authentic language use rather than isolated or artificially created
examples.Quantitative Analysis. The quantitative phase consisted of three analytical procedures: Frequency
and distribution: The number of compounds per genre was measured to determine which genres rely most
heavily on compounding and to identify notable distributional patterns. Productivity indices: The study
calculated how frequently new compounds occur within each genre, revealing genre-specific tendencies
toward lexical innovation. Collocational patterns: The research used corpus tools to examine lexical
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environments surrounding compounds, identifying common co-occurring words that signal thematic
clustering.

The qualitative analysis focused on understanding the text-forming role of compounds in discourse:
Cohesive function: Compounds were analyzed for their role in lexical cohesion, including repetition, thematic
consistency, and conceptual linking. Thematic progression: The study examined how recurrent compounds
help introduce, elaborate, and extend major themes within texts. Stylistic effects: Particular attention was
given to compounds in fiction and magazines, where creative formations contribute to imagery, tone, and
narrative rhythm. This two-layer analytical framework allows the study to capture both the measurable
patterns and the deeper discursive functions of compound words.

Results. The results of the mixed-method analysis reveal significant genre-based differences in the
use, function, and expressive potential of compound words. Quantitative findings demonstrate that academic
texts contain the highest concentration of compounds, particularly Noun+Noun (N+N) structures, which make
up 42% of all compounds identified in this genre. This predominance reflects the terminological and
conceptual precision required in scholarly writing, where lexical choices must capture complex theoretical
constructs with clarity and conciseness. Examples such as research-based evidence and student-centered
learning illustrate how academic discourse relies heavily on composite expressions to encode specialized
concepts.

In contrast, news texts exhibit notable productivity in Adjective+Noun (Adj+N) compounds,
accounting for 31% of the compounds found in this genre. Journalistic writing frequently employs compounds
such as global-economic crisis and public-health sector to condense multifaceted socio-political processes into
accessible, high-impact units. This pattern aligns with the communicative goals of news discourse, which
prioritize brevity, immediacy, and broad reader comprehension. While the lexical density in news texts is not
as high as in academic writing, the strategic use of descriptive compounds plays an essential role in shaping
the tone and framing of current events.

Fiction, by contrast, demonstrates a markedly different profile of compound usage. Rather than relying
on compounds for terminological clarity, fictional texts tend to exploit their stylistic potential. Writers
frequently create innovative, idiomatic, or metaphorical compounds—such as moon-washed sky or shadow-
heavy forest—to enhance imagery, deepen emotional resonance, and strengthen narrative voice. These
creative compounds serve not only as linguistic embellishments but also as cohesive aesthetic devices that
shape the sensory landscape of the narrative. The qualitative analysis further reveals that compounds contribute
substantially to textual cohesion across genres. One major cohesive function arises through repetition: when
a compound recurs throughout a text, it reinforces key themes and helps readers track the progression of ideas.
In environmental policy documents, for instance, repeated use of the compound climate-change policies
signals thematic continuity. Additionally, compounds frequently form lexical chains that unify a text’s
conceptual framework. For example, a sequence such as data-analysis, data-driven decisions, and data-
security demonstrates how compounds can evolve into semantic clusters that maintain coherence across
multiple paragraphs.Compounds also serve as effective tools of conceptual packaging. By compressing
complex or multilayered ideas into single lexical units, compounds reduce redundancy and increase
readability. Scientific writing particularly benefits from this function, as terms like virus-transmission pattern
or gene-expression analysis efficiently encapsulate intricate processes. This conceptual compression not only
enhances clarity but also supports the cognitive flow of the reader by reducing the need for lengthy
explanations.

Discussion. The findings of this study demonstrate that compound words function as far more than
simple lexical constructions; they act as powerful text-forming mechanisms that shape the coherence,
structure, and communicative force of written discourse. Their ability to condense complex ideas into compact
units allows writers to package information efficiently while maintaining clarity. This compactness is
particularly beneficial in academic and scientific texts, where conceptual density and terminological precision
are essential. The high frequency of Noun+Noun compounds in academic writing indicates that scholars
depend on compounding as a strategy for naming, categorizing, and stabilizing abstract concepts.In
journalistic discourse, the dominant presence of Adjective+Noun compounds underscores the genre’s need
for immediacy and interpretive framing. Compounds such as public-health emergency or high-impact reforms
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enable journalists to deliver information swiftly, offering readers clear and recognizable conceptual blocks.
This supports the media’s goal of communicating complex developments in a manner that is both accessible
and engaging. The consistent use of such compounds forms lexical chains that unify articles around recurring
themes, thereby enhancing cohesion.The use of compounds in fiction illustrates a distinct but equally
significant function: stylistic enrichment. Fiction writers employ imaginative or metaphorical compounds to
build atmospheres, convey sensory detail, and deepen emotional resonance. Compounds like shadow-painted
corridor or storm-washed silence contribute to the aesthetic texture of narrative prose. Their presence not only
stimulates visual imagery but also organizes the emotional landscape of the text, reinforcing mood and
characterization.

Conclusion. The present study has shown that compound words possess a significant degree of text-
forming potential, influencing how ideas are structured, communicated, and perceived across different genres
of English discourse. Far from functioning merely as lexical combinations, compounds operate as fundamental
organizational devices that shape textual cohesion, thematic clarity, and stylistic expression. Their ability to
encapsulate multi-layered meanings within a single unit allows writers to convey complex concepts without
excessive elaboration, making compounding a vital tool in the architecture of modern communication.

The study also highlights how different genres exploit compounding for different communicative
goals. Academic writing depends on compounds for terminological precision and conceptual complexity.
Through compounds, scholars are able to label abstract constructs and define specialized processes with clarity
and efficiency. Journalism, on the other hand, utilizes compounds to produce concise and compelling
descriptions of rapidly unfolding events. Adj+N compounds in news writing serve to frame issues quickly and
memorably, which is essential in contexts where immediacy and brevity are valued. Fiction exhibits the most
stylistic freedom in compound usage, employing creative and metaphorical formations to build atmospheres,
shape characters, and evoke emotional responses. Another important implication of this research lies in its
contribution to linguistic theory. By demonstrating the text-forming capacity of compounds, this study
expands traditional morphological analysis to include discourse functions. Compounding can thus be viewed
not simply as a word-formation mechanism but as a multifaceted linguistic tool that shapes discourse structure.
This reconceptualization has relevance for lexicography, which must account for the rapid emergence and
functional diversity of compounds in contemporary English.

From a pedagogical perspective, the findings emphasize the importance of teaching compounds not
only as vocabulary items but also as cohesive resources. Language learners who understand how compounds
function within larger texts gain deeper insight into both meaning-making and textual organization.
Incorporating compound analysis into ESL/EFL instruction can therefore enhance students’ reading
comprehension and academic writing skills. Future research could extend this study by comparing
compounding in English with agglutinative languages such as Uzbek, where morphological fusion plays a
prominent role. Additionally, psycholinguistic investigations into how readers process complex compounds
would deepen understanding of their cognitive impact. Overall, the study affirms that compound words remain
essential to the evolution and functioning of modern English discourse, serving as bridges between
morphology, semantics, and textual design.
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