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There and back again?
● no journey



There and back again?
● rather an oscillation



What do we model?
● langue
● competence
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p-value = 0.006
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Case study no. 1 - genre analysis
● M. Kubát

○ K. Čapek
○ analysis of particular methods
○ text as a basic unit

● D. Lukeš’s review
○ genre analysis = text should be aggregated



Case study no. 1 - genre analysis
● M. Nogolová
● the goal

○ Are there differences between “text” and “corpus” approaches?
○ How (if so) do particular methods differ with regard to both approaches?

● analyzed units
○ chapters
○ books
○ corpus ot particular genre













Case study no. 2 - word order of enclitics vs. full 
valency
● hypothesis

○ The higher the full valency of the predicate, the lower the probability of the occurrence of the 
enclitic after the initial phrase of the clause.

● Old Testament
○ Genesis (Gen), Isaiah (Is), Job (Job), Ecclesiastes (Ecc)

● New Testament
○ Gospel of St. Matthew (Mt), Gospel of St. Luke (Lk), Acts (Act), and Revelation (Rev)







Case study no. 3 - the Menzerath-Altmann law
● word - syllable - sound

● 5 texts
○ Gottwald 1949
○ Havel 1999
○ V. Cvrček: Za ještě tvrdší kodifikační diktát? (Naše řeč, 2006, s. 26-29)
○ K. J. Erben: Zlatý kolovrat
○ 10 years child: Já a první žárovka



 vše 
dohromady

Gottwald Havel Cvrček Erben žákovský 
text

a 2.63 2.62 2.59 2.55 2.64 2.57

b 0.04 0.12 0.13 0.25 -0.15 0.05

c -0.04 -0.07 -0.07 -0.1 0.01 -0.04

R2 0.99 0.95 0.91 0.93 0.94 0.95



All texts together



V. Cvrček: Za ještě tvrdší kodifikační diktát?



K. J. Erbena: Zlatý kolovrat 



Já a první žárovka



Case study no. 4 - distribution of word lengths
● K. Pelegrinová
● word length measured in syllables
● 15 texts of 3 genres



All texts together
hyper-Poisson distribution

a = 1.46
b = 0.18
C = 0.012 



 a b C

journalism 1.703 0.339 0.005

scientific 1.904 0.335 0.012

fiction 0.982 0.068 0.008



Scientific
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