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ABSTRACT 

 

Aini, Nurma. 2018. The Comparison of Lexical Bundles in Conversation Texts 

between Four Corners and English Intensive Course Books. A Thesis. 

English Language Education. Program Pascasarjana. Universitas Negeri 

Semarang. Adviser I. Prof. Dr. Abdurrachman Faridi, M. Pd., Adviser II. 

Sri Wuli Fitriati, S. Pd., M. Pd., Ph. D. 

Key words: Lexical Bundle, Conversation Text, Textbooks 

Lexical bundle is the combination of words which usually hang together. By 

identifying the lexical bundles, it will give us insight what bundles that are usually 

used by native speakers, and how often they used the bundles in certain register, 

in this case, I identify the lexical bundles in conversation texts of textbooks. 

However, the comparison of lexical bundles in different series of textbooks; Four 

Corners which is written by native speakers and English Intensive Course, which 

is written by non-native speakers, give us insight about the similarities and the 

differences of lexical bundles in two textbooks in term of frequencies, structures, 

and functions. Therefore the objective of the study is to compare the lexical 

bundles in terms of frequency, structure, and function in conversation texts 

between Four Corners and English Intensive Course books. 

This study employed the corpus study. The data were conversation texts in 

two textbooks. I identified the lexical bundles from there and it did automatically 

by using Antconc 3.5.2. The unit of analysis is top 50 of the lexical bundles which 

are identified from two different textbooks and they were analyzed manually. 

The findings revealed that (1) the frequency of lexical bundles in Four 

Corners books are higher than in English Intensive Course books, (2) both in 

Four Corners and English Intensive Course books use the lexical bundles that 

incorporate verb phrase fragments as the dominant of structural types, and (3) the 

most frequent of functional type that is used by both authors, is special function, 

especially they use simply inquiry. According to the use of lexical bundles’ 

function, it inidcated that the speakers tend to present some questions to maintain 

their communication. 

This research gives some contributions to readers, teachers, authors of 

textbooks, students, and further researchers, theoretically, practically, and 

pedagogically. Theoretically, it explicates the frequency, structures, and function 

of lexical bundles in Four Corners and English Intensive Course books. 

Practically, it can be used as a building block for further research and its 

contribution to complete the previous studies. Pedagogically, it gives benefit to 

the educators (both teachers and authors of textbooks) to use that lexical bundles 

items in daily conversation, so, the students will imitate, adopt, or assimilate the 

using of lexical bundles.  
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1 

CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

There are eight points in this chapter. It consists of background of the study, 

reasons for choosing the topic, research questions, objectives of the study, 

significance of the study, scopes of the study, definition of key terms, and 

organization of the report. 

1.1.Background of the Study 

There are many linguists who have been interested in the study of various 

structures of multi-word units, i.e. lexical bundles (Bal, 2010; Rafiee & 

Keihaniyan, 2013; Lou, 2012; Hernández, 2013; Allen, 2009). Lexical bundles 

(LBs) are the sequences of words that most commonly co-occur in a register 

(Biber, Johansson, Leech, Conrad, & Finegan, 1999). In addition, Allen (2009) 

said that LBs are empirically derived formulaic units of language which are 

register-specific and perform a variety of discourse functions. These units of 

language contribute to the linguistic make up of specific registers, so, they can be 

important indicators for determining the success of language users within these 

discourse communities.  

However, there are so many teaching media used by the teachers or lecturers. 

One of them is textbook. According to Riazi cited in Gailea and Rasyid (2015) a 

textbook used in the English Foreign Learning classroom plays crucial role in 

language teaching and learning process because it can help teacher to provide 

various learning materials especially for English language learning. Therefore, I 

conclude that handbook or textbook can helps the teachers or lecturers to guide 
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the students in understanding the materials. Besides, textbook also becomes a 

model or example in compiling the words. It is included the using of lexical 

bundles in conversation text. Therefore, the students can imitate or assimilate the 

using of lexical bundles in their daily practice. 

As empirical work with multi-word units has increased, however, it has 

become impossible to ignore their importance for describing the lexicon of a 

language (Biber & Conrad, 2005). Mostly, they used corpus data to add the 

weight to the importance of multi-word units in language. For instance, Conrad 

and Biber (2004) found that most bundles in conversation are clausal, whereas 

most bundles in academic prose are phrasal. In the next study, Biber, Conrad, and 

Cortes (2004) revealed that classroom teaching tends to feature more personal 

stance bundles than academic prose, which in contrast features more interpersonal 

stance bundles.  

This present study adopts the studies above, and applies in different register 

they are in two series of textbooks. First series-books are Four Corners books. 

They are written by native authors; Richards and Bohlke (2012). The second 

series-books are English Intensive Course books. They are written by non-native 

authors, such as Agustien, Mujiyanto, Sofwan, Suprapto, and Wahyanti (2017). 

The two textbooks are used for first semester students in intensive course subject 

in different universities. Therefore, the aim of this study is to compare the lexical 

bundles in term of the frequency, structure and function in conversation texts 

between Four Corners and English Intensive Course books. 
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1.2 Reasons for Choosing the Topic 

This study is going to compare the lexical bundles in conversation texts between 

Four Corners and English Intensive Course books. It is based on the following 

reasons. 

Firstly, several studies which discuss about lexical bundles have been done by 

many linguists and researchers; it becomes building block for me to conduct this 

present research. Then, I conduct the study in different registers—they are 

conversation texts in two series of textbooks—so, this study will be different 

from the previous studies.  

Secondly, textbook is as one of teaching media in teaching learning process. 

It has special role that is used as guiding of learning activity both in the classroom 

and outside the classroom. For example, the students will use, imitate, or adopt 

several ways which are written in the textbook, e.g. the using of word 

combination (lexical bundles). By using the lexical bundles, the conversation will 

sound natural. Therefore, the result of the study will becomes the consideration 

for the authors in composting the content of textbook, especially in conversation 

texts.  

Thirdly, I try to compare two textbooks which they have similarities and 

differences. The two textbooks have the same features; they consist of four books, 

each book consists of some units or chapters, and each chapter is found the 

conversation text (s). In addition, they are used by two different universities in 

Indonesia for first semester students. On the other hand, they differ in term of the 

authors; Four Corners is the series of books which are written by native speakers 
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(Richards & Bohlke, 2012), while English Intensive Course is the series of books 

which are written by non-native speakers (Agustien, Mujiyanto, Sofwan, 

Suprapto, & Wahyanti, 2017).  

1.3 Research Questions 

The main question of this study is “how are the similarities and the differences of 

lexical bundles in conversation texts between Four Corners and English Intensive 

Course books?”. This main research question is elaborated in several questions as 

follows: 

1) How are the frequencies of lexical bundles in conversation texts of Four 

Corners books?   

2) How are the frequencies of lexical bundles in conversation texts of English 

Intensive Course books?  

3) How are the similarities and the differences of lexical bundles’ frequencies in 

conversation texts between Four Corners and English Intensive Course 

books? 

4) How are the structures of lexical bundles in conversation texts of Four 

Corners books?  

5) How are the structures of lexical bundles in conversation texts of English 

Intensive Course books?  

6) How are the similarities and the differences of lexical bundles’ structures in 

conversation texts between Four Corners and English Intensive Course 

books? 
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7) How are the functions of lexical bundles in conversation texts of Four 

Corners books?   

8) How are the functions of lexical bundles in conversation texts of English 

Intensive Course books?   

9) How are the similarities and the differences of lexical bundles’ functions in 

conversation texts between Four Corners and English Intensive Course 

books? 

1.4. Objectives of the Study  

Related to the research problems, the main objective of this study is ”comparing 

the similarities and the differences of lexical bundles in conversation texts 

between Four Corners and English Intensive Course books”. It is elaborated in 

several objectives as follows: 

1) Analyzing lexical bundles in conversation texts of Four Corners Books in 

order to describe the frequency. 

2) Analyzing lexical bundles in conversation texts of English Intensive Course 

Books in order to describe the frequency. 

3) Anayzing the the lexical bundles’ frequency in conversation texts of two 

textbooks in order to compare the similarity and the difference. 

4) Analyzing the lexical bundles in conversation texts of Four Corners Books in 

order to explain the structure. 

5) Analyzing the lexical bundles in conversation texts of English Intensive 

Course Books  in order to explain the structure. 
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6) Analyzing the lexical bundles’ structures in conversation texts of two 

textbooks in order to compare the similarity and the difference. 

7) Analyzing the lexical bundles in conversation texts of Four Corners Books in 

order to explain the function. 

8) Analyzing the lexical bundles in conversation texts of English Intensive 

Course Books  in order to explain the function 

9) Analyzing the lexical bundles’ function in conversation texts of two 

textbooks in order to compare the similarity and the differences. 

1.5.Significance of the Study 

The comparison of lexical bundles’ in term of frequencies, structures, and 

functions in conversation texts between Four Corners and English Intensive 

Course books will give significant contribution for readers, educators, and 

researchers theoretically, pedagogically, and practically. The significance of the 

study also will be based on the objectives of the study, they are: 

The analysis of lexical bundles in order to describe their frequencies in 

conversation texts of Four Corners books will be beneficial theoretically for 

readers. It gives insight about the top 50 of lexical bundles which are used in Four 

Corners books. Therefore, the readers can identify that native author (s) often use 

them. In addition, it pedagogically gives benefit to the educators to use that top 50 

lexical bundles in daily conversation, so, the students will imitate, adopt, or 

assimilate the using of lexical bundles.  

The analysis of lexical bundles in order to describe their frequencies in 

conversation texts of English Intensive Course books will be beneficial 
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theoretically for readers. It gives insight about the top 50 of lexical bundles which 

are used in English Intensive Course books. Therefore, the readers can identify 

that non-native author (s) often use them. 

The comparison of lexical bundles’ frequencies in conversation texts between 

Four Corners and English Intensive Course books by using certain software will 

be beneficial practically for researchers. They will know that there is one tool 

again to identify the frequency of lexical bundles fastly and freely, that is Antconc 

3.5.2 software. They also will practice how to use it, and then apply to their 

studies.  

The explanation of lexical bundles’ structures in conversation texts of Four 

Corners books will be advantageous theoretically for readers. It contributes to 

explicate the dominant structures of lexical bundles in Four Corners books. 

Besides, pedagogically the educators will find out the structures of lexical bundles 

which are used by native-speaker (s), so, they can modify the use of lexical 

bundles based on the structures which are used in Four Corners books.  

The explanation of lexical bundles’ structures in conversation texts of English 

Intensive Course books will be advantageous theoretically for readers. It 

contributes to explicate the dominant structures of lexical bundles in English 

Intensive Course books. 

The comparison of lexical bundles’ structures in conversation texts between 

Four Corners and English Intensive Course books will be advantageous 

practically for researchers, it can be used as one of the information source to help 

them get deep insight about the dominant structures which are used by both native 
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and non-native speakers, so that the study which they are going to conduct is able 

to reach the reliability. 

The explanation of lexical bundles’ functions in conversation texts of Four 

Corners books will be useful theoretically for readers. It helps them to recognize 

the dominant functions of lexical bundles which are used in Four Corners books. 

The explanation of lexical bundles’ functions in conversation texts of English 

Intensive Course books will be useful theoretically for readers. It helps them to 

recognize the dominant functions of lexical bundles which are used in English 

Intensive Course books. 

The comparison of lexical bundles’ functions in conversation texts between 

Four Corners and English Intensive Course books will be useful practically for 

researchers; it can be used as a block for its contribution to complete the previous 

studies. 

1.6.Scopes of the Study  

The scope or limitation is needed to make this study more focus and effective. 

The scopes of this study consist three items, as follows; 

1) I use the conversation texts –both transactional and interpersonal 

conversations—in two textbook, Four Corners and English Intensive Course 

books. Those conversation texts would be examined in order to identify the 

lexical bundle items. For identifying lexical bundles, I use Antconc 3.5.2 

software. It was done automatically through one click service. 

2) Four-word bundle is the criteria in extracting the lexical bundles through 

software in this present study. 
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3) I only use top 50 of lexical bundles to analyze the structure and the 

function—they were got from the findings of identification of lexical bundles 

by using Antconc software—in both Four Corners and  English Intensive 

Course books. The categorization of lexical bundles’ structures are based on 

Biber, Conrad, and Cortes’ study (2004) and the function of lexical bundles 

are based on Biber’s study (2006) and Conrad and Biber’s study (2005). The 

findings are compared to find out the similarities and the differences of two 

textbooks in term of lexical bundles’ frequencies, structures, and functions. 

1.7. Definition of Key Terms 

There are three main terms that I used in this paper, such as lexical bundles, 

conversation text, and textbook. Those terms will be defined in the following: 

1) Lexical bundles 

The term “lexical bundles (LBs)”, firstly used by Biber, et al.(1999), 

they briefly defined lexical bundles as the way in which word forms often co-

occur in longer sequences. They commonly recur of three or four words 

(Biber et al., 2002, p. 444). Lexical bundles also co-occur in a register, it 

means that in different register, lexical bundles differently were found in term 

of structural, distribution, and or the function (e.g. Bal, 2010; Choi, 2011; 

Navratilova, 2012). 

Furthermore, in the Longman Dictionary of Language Teaching and 

Applied Linguistic the 4th edition, lexical bundle defined as a type of fixed 

phrase consisting of a sequence of three or more words that co-occur 
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frequently in a particular type of writing or register such as academic writing 

(Richards and Schmidt, 2010, p.335). 

From some definitions above, I state that lexical bundles are the words 

that repeatedly hang together in the specific register –certain bundles indicate 

the register. 

2) Conversation text 

Conversation can be defined as “ informal, interactive talk between two or 

more people, which happens in real time, is spontaneous, has a largely 

interpersonal function, and in which participants share symmetrical rights” 

(Thornburry, 2005). In addition, in Oxford Learner’s Pocket Dictionary 4th 

edition, text is printed of a book or magazine or written form a speech, play, 

article etc. 

In conclusion, conversation texts can be meant by talks or dialogues 

among the speakers which is in the written form. 

3) Textbook 

In the dictionary, term “textbook” means a book on a specific subject used as 

a teaching/learning guide, especially in a school or college (Richards & 

Schmidt, 2010, p.335). From that, we know that textbook has a main function 

as learning guide in the classroom. It supported by Gordani (2010), he stated 

that many English teachers rely heavily on textbooks for teaching and giving 

assignments.  

On the other hand, Cunningsworth (1995, p.7) defined textbook in 

language area –more specific in English are, as a presented material, as a 
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sources of classroom activities, as source of grammar, vocabularies, 

intonation for students, and as a syllabus. By using textbook in the EFL 

classroom, the students will learn about several important aspects in learning 

foreign language. 

Thus, in my own opinion, generally I can say that textbook is one of the 

learning materials which give the illustration about the material in a book 

form.   

1.8 Organization of the Report 

This thesis is divided into five parts or chapters namely introduction, review of 

related literature, research methodology, findings and discussion, and conclusion 

and suggestion. The explanation is presented as follow: 

Chapter I provides the introduction of the study. It includes background of 

the study, reasons for choosing the topic, research questions, objectives of the 

study, scopes of the study, definitions of key terms, and organization of the report. 

In background of the study, I tell about some points such as the importance to 

identify the lexical bundles, the importance of the using of textbooks in teaching 

and learning English, and describe the previous studies which are used by the 

writter to conduct this study, so this study is differ from the previous. The 

research questions consist of nine questions to compare the similarities and the 

differences of lexical bundles in term of the frequency, structure, and function in 

conversation texts between Four Corners and English Intensive Course books. 

The objectives of the study are provided to explain the similarities nd the 

differences of lexical bundles in term of frequency, structure, and function in 
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conversation texts between Four Corners and English Intensive Course books.  

As the scope of the study, this study is limited in identifying the lexical bundles, it 

was only in conversation texts –both transactional and interpersonal texts. In 

addition, the analyzing of lexical bundles in term of structure and function is only 

for the 50 top of lexical bundles found in each series of textbook. In definition of 

key terms, I provide some definition from the experts to clear up the meaning of 

variable of my study. The first is the definition of lexical bundles which is can be 

concluded that lexical bundle is the word combination that hangs together, they 

make up the register. The second is the definition of conversation text, it can be 

meant by talks or dialogues among the speakers which is in the written form. The 

last is definition of textbook; it is one of the learning materials which give the 

illustration about the material in a book form.   In organization of the report, it 

provides the organization of my study that is started from chapter I until chapter 

V. 

Chapter II provides review of related literature; this chapter outlines the 

theories that are used in the thesis and some studies that provide background 

information into the study. The first part of this chapter is review of previous 

study. Several previous studies are explained in this thesis in order to relate to the 

current study. They are divided into some parts considering to current topic. The 

first is about the corpus study that is conducted by Biber et al. (1999), it becomes 

the basis study of lexical bundles. The second is the advanced studies that are 

talked about the lexical bundles in written form. Several different function are 

showed by the different researchers—such as referential expression and stance 
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bundle—as the dominant bundle which occur in  written texts. The next is the 

identification of lexical bundle in oral or spoken form. They tend  to analyze both 

the structure and also the function. In addition, the comparison of lexical bundle 

between native and non-native speakers also becomes the focus of some 

researchers. As the complementary, the research about textbook is important to be 

understood by me, so I can describe the importance of analyzing the textbooks, 

especially in Indonesia curriculum. The second part is review of theoretical 

studies; it covers about formulaic competence, lexical bundles, and textbook. The 

third part is theoretical framework of the present study. It is told about the general 

framework of the study.  

Chapter III presents the method of investigation in conducting the study. It 

presents research assumption, design of the study, unit of analysis, research 

instruments, role of the researcher, procedures of collecting data, procedures of 

analysing data, and the last is triangulation to validate the accuracy and credibility 

of thesis. This study is corpus study. It is the method that is used to extract the 

lexical bundle in register electronically. The data source is conversation texts. For 

collecting the data, I use software namely Antconc 3.5.2 to extract the lexical 

bundles in conversation texts between two textbooks. Afterthat, the analysis of the 

structure and the function of lexical bundles are done manually. The interpretation 

and inference are to be done as the last procedure. 

Chapter IV presents the findings of data analysis and discussion. The 

findings are divided into nine parts: 1) the frequency of lexical bundles in 

conversation texts of Four Corners books, 2) the frequency of lexical bundles in 
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conversation texts of English Intensive Course books, 3) the similarities and the 

differences of lexical bundles’ frequency in conversation texts between Four 

Corners and English Intensive Course books, 4)  the structure of lexical bundles 

in conversation texts of Four Corners books, 5) the structure of lexical bundles in 

conversation texts of English Intensive Course  books, 6) the similarities and the 

differences of lexical bundles’ structure in conversation texts between Four 

Corners and English Intensive Course books, 7) the function of lexical bundles in 

conversation texts of Four Corners books, 8) the function of lexical bundles in 

conversation texts of English Intensive Course  books, and 9) the similarities and 

the differences of lexical bundles’ function in conversation texts between Four 

Corners and English Intensive Course books Discussion is delivered to make a 

comparison among some theories, current study and findings. 

Chapter V provides some conclusions and recommendations or suggestions 

which are relevant to the topic and the findings of the study. In conclusion, it 

covers the answers of research questions based on finding and discussion by 

deducing the explanation about the frequency, structure, and the function of 

lexical bundles in two textbooks. Besides, the researcher explains the similarities 

and the differences of lexical bundles in term of frequency, structure, and 

function. Then, suggestions are given theoretically, practically, and pedagogically. 

The suggestions are given to the English teachers, students of English 

Department, author of textbook and the future researchers who are interested in 

investigating such topic. Theoretically, this research hopefully would be 

additional sources and information about the function of lexical bundles in 
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conversation. Pedagogically, it is hoped that the findings of this research could 

contribute in applying students’ conversation. Practically, it is hoped that this 

study could be developed by another researcher to find out more about the 

identification of lexical bundles in different register and by using different 

software. 
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CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

This part focuses on three main points. The first point is the previous studies, the 

second one is the theoretical review and the third one is a theoretical framework. 

2.1 Review of Previous Studies 

In this sub chapter, I am going to explain about the previous study related to the 

topic; they can be about formulaic expression, lexical bundles and textbook.  

The main research which becomes the basic of this study is the study was 

done by Biber et al. in 1999. They compared the use of lexical bundles in two 

different registers; they are conversation and academic prose. Both registers 

represented the form of texts; conversations were showed about spoken texts 

while academic proses represented written texts. That study revealed some facts, 

as follows; (1) lexical bundles are extremely common in both conversation and 

academic prose, (2) on average, individual lexical bundles in conversation and 

academic prose occur with about the same frequency, (3) individual three-word 

lexical bundles are slightly more frequent than four-word lexical bundles, (4) only 

a few lexical bundles occur with very high frequencies, (5) conversation has more 

of these very common lexical bundles than academic prose, (6) most common  

two-word contracted lexical bundles is I don’t, three-word lexical bundles in 

conversation is I don’t know, four-word lexical bundles is I don’t know what, (7) 

most common three-word lexical bundless in academic prose are in order to, four-

word lexical bundles is in the case of, (8) in both conversation and academic 

prose, an important proportion of discourse is made up of recurrent LBs, (9) the 
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majority of words in two registers occur in non-recurrent expression, (10) most 

lexical bundles are not complete structural units, and (11) the structural correlates 

of lexical bundles are different in two registers (Biber, et al., 1999, p.994-995). 

Therefore, I get point that different register will show different structure of lexical 

bundles. 

Some advanced researches have been done by Biber and his collogues. 

Conrad and Biber (2004) discussed about the findings of Biber, et  al.’s study  in 

1999, then extend it. They presented an initial classification of the lexical bundles 

into functional categories. The result showed that the majority of word does not 

occur within recurrent sequences in either conversation or academic prose, the 

frequency and functions of lexical bundles demonstrate that the speakers and 

writes use them regularly in buidling discourse. Biber, Conrad, and Cortes (2004) 

have compared the use of lexical bundles in university teaching and textbooks. 

The finding revealed that classroom teaching uses more stances and discourse 

organizing bundles than conversation does, but at the same time, classroom 

teaching uses more referential bundles than academic prose. 

Regarding to this study, I found some studies of lexical bundles which used 

written text as the data source. The data were from non-native writers (e.g. 

Strunkyte & Jurkunaite, 2008; Jablonkai, 2009; Bal, 2010; Wei & Lei, 2011; 

Laane, 2011; Navratilove, 2012; Demirel & Ahmadi, 2013; Grabowski, 2013; 

Jalali, 2014; Jalali & Moini, 2014; Jalali, Moini, & Arani, 2015; Mbodj-Diop, 

2016; Yang, 2017; Kwary, Ratri, & Artha, 2017; Alasmary, 2017). In addition, 

written texts which were produced by native writers also become the data source 
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in several studies of lexical bundles, such as Hyland (2008), Cortes (2008), Allen 

(2009), Byrd and Coxhead (2010), Gales (2012), and Johnston (2017). As the 

combination, there were some studies which compare the use of lexical bundles in 

written texts between native and non-native language production (e.g. 

Juckneviciene, 2009; Chen & Baker, 2010; Salazar, 2011; Rafiee, Travakoli, & 

Amirian, 2011; Lou, 2012; Choi, 2013; Amirian, Ketabi, & Eshaghi, 2013; Rafiee 

& Keihaniyan, 2013; Gungor & Uysal, 2016; Ozturk & Kose, 2016).  

Related to the study of lexical bundles which were used written texts as the 

data source, there were variations in finding of the researches. Some researchers 

found that non-native writers used referential expression as the dominant function 

such as Bal (2010), Navratilove (2012), Kwary, Ratri, and Artha,(2017), Yang 

(2017). The high frequency of lexical bundles in the referential expression can be 

related the needs to refer to theories, concepts, and data. On the other hand, there 

were some researcher who found that research-oriented bundles are the dominant 

functions used by native-writers, such as Allen (2009) and Hyland (2008). It is 

caused by the need to relay detailed information about the research, so much so as 

to make any methodology replicable and in order to persuade the reader of the 

precision and validity of the findings recorded. The different results of 

categorizing the function of lexical bundles were caused by several factors. First 

the formula of functional categorization which is used by the researcher are 

different. Some of them adopted from the study which is done by Biber et al. 

(2004) like Chen and Baker (2010), Cortes (2008), Rafiee and Keihaniyan (2013), 

they divided into referential, stance, discourse organizers, and special function 
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while there were the researchers who adopted the study which is done by Hyland 

(2008) like Allen (2009), so they divided into research, text, and participant-

oriented bundles. Second, the type of written text whether they are journal 

articles, reading texts, or conversation texts contributes to finding of the study. 

This condition related to Biber et al.’s (1999) study which differentiates the 

register of lexical bundle study.  

Moreover, oral or spoken texts also become the interesting data would be 

analyzed by some researches. Non-native speakers become the focus of these 

studies (Heng, Kashiha, & Tan, 2014; Crossley & Salsbury, 2011; Neno & 

Agustien, 2016; Sykes, 2017). Native speakers also become the purpose of two 

groups of researchers, they are Sidtis and Postman (2006), Neely and Cortes 

(2009), and Hernandez (2013). The comparisons of native and non-native 

speakers in identifying the use of LBs also were done by the other researcher 

(Kwon & Lee, 2014). In mentioning the structure of lexical bundles, some 

researchers used a detailed form which is revealed in the finding like NP + of, PP 

+ of, etc. But, there were many researchers also used the form which is explained 

by Biber, et al.’s study in 2004 (see page 26), for instance Hernandez (2013) and 

Heng, Kashiha, and Tan (2014). Kwon and Lee (2014) showed that both native 

and non-native speakers frequent use of the clause category may manifest 

consistent features of spoken discourse which included more clausal lexical 

bundles in spontaneous conversations. While, Hernandez (2013) and Heng, 

Kashiha, and Tan (2014) showed that non-native speakers seemed to rely more on 

verb phrases in order to express their opinion (I think that the), show their 
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agreement or disagreement (I agree with you), ask for more information or 

introduce a topic by asking yes/no or Wh-questions (what do you think), and even 

emphasize the topic by using passive tense (is based on the). This condition can 

be summarized that the context both situation and culture of the speakers 

influenced what the speaker said. It is related to the features of conversation itself.  

As the complementary area of investigation of LBs, textbooks were used as 

data source in some studies, such as Miao (2014) and  Siricharoen and Wijitsopon 

(2017).  Miao tried to compare the content within textbooks itself, that is reading-

writing and listening speaking while, Siricharoen and Wijitsopon compared the 

content of textbook which focus on certain text with the original text that is email. 

From this, I can see that there had been no study which discuss about lexical 

bundles in conversation texts. As far as I know that conversation texts is the 

written text which the content must be close with the real conversation. Therefore, 

there were the uniquenes and novelty to conduct the study about it.  

For knowing the existence of the textbooks’ use, I also look for the articles 

which discuss about textbook itself. They used textbook as their focus in their 

researchers or as the main data source in different topics. Such as, Widodo (2007), 

Gordani (2010), Wahab (2010), Roohani (2011), Amalia, Warsono, and Hartono 

(2011), Sugiarto, Sofwan, and Sutopo (2011), Rahmawati, Rukmini, and Sutopo 

(2011), Gailea and Rasyid (2015), Tai (2016), Arvianto and Faridi (2016), Sugiati 

and rukmini (2017), Mustapa and Agustien (2017), Khalim and Warsono (2017), 

Pahlevi, Rukmini, and Warsono (2018), Ibnus and Mujiyanto (2018), and 

Hafidhoh, Faridi, and Saleh (2018). All of them suggest that textbook especially 
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in Indonesia is needed. It was proved by the government compile some textbooks 

for primary and high school students. It showed that the existence of textbooks in 

our education is importance. Therefore, the analysis of textbook in variation scope 

of study is needed to make the textbook is valuable. 

And the others studies adjust my understanding in conducting the present 

study, such Anderson (2003), Ari (2006), Pang (2010), Retnowaty (2011), 

Sulistyowati (2011), Kopaczyk (2012), Paquaot and Granger (2012), Cortes 

(2013), Kashiha and Heng (2013), Kazemi, Katiraei,and Rasekh (2014), Kazemi, 

Kohandani, and Farzaneh (2014), Wei and Yan (2016), Khusnita and Rukmini 

(2017), Fitriati and Ghasani (2017), and Mujahadah, Rukmini, and Faridi (2018). 

Those studies were valuable for me in undesrtanding several way which had never 

discuss in the others studies. Such as Ari (2006), he discusses about the software 

that are used in extracting the lexical bundles. All softwares (KfNgram, 

Wordsmith, and N-gram) have their stregthen and weakness. And in this study, I 

choose the one which very applicable for me.  

Based on the previous studies above, I conclude that the studies which aim to 

identfy the use of lexical bundles in textbooks were limit. In addition, there had no 

any research which compare the identification the lexical bundles in the 

conversation texts between native and non-native authors of textbook, whether 

they were same or not in term of structure and function of lexical bundles. 

Furthermore, this present research will be the new topic in UNNES since I did not 

find the research which discuss about lexical bundles. However, corpus study also 

never used in this university as the reserach methodology, so it will give 
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beneficial knowledge. To sum up, this research is different with those all above 

from two reasons. First, I investigate the new topic which never used in my 

university, it is about the use of lexical bundles, and I apply a new method that is 

corpus study. Second, the use of textbooks in Indonesia is still dominant. The 

comparison of two textbooks which are written by native and non-native give  

insight for the doers of educational area as the users of textbooks.  

Under the tittle The Comparison of Lexical Bundles in Conversation Texts 

between Four Corners and English Intensive Course Books hopefully it will 

introduce and  give deeper insight about the term of lexical bundles and corpus 

study; and contribute its pedagogical implication to improve the use of lexical 

bundles in oral and written form of English, so, the students will speak or write 

naturally.  

2.2. Review of Theoretical Studies 

This sub-chapter covers about formulaic expression, lexical bundles, and 

textbook. Detailed explanation will be lain out in below. 

2.2.1. Formulaic Expression 

Celce-Murcia (2007) thought that to build the competency of the speakers in 

delivering their language cover some competence, such as socio-cultural 

competence, discourse competence, linguistic competence, interactional 

competence, strategic competence, and formulaic competence. They stated 

that formulaic competence refers to those fixed and prefabricated chunks of 

language that speakers use heavily in everyday interaction (Celce-Murcia, 

p.47). It is the ability in using formulaic expressions. The formulaic 
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expressions are sequences of words appear to be prefabricated language. 

Wray and Perkins (2000) define “formulaic expressions will be a sequence, 

continuous, or discontinuous of words or other meaning elements, which is or 

appears to be, prefabricated”. In addition, several experts have been built the 

same attention in general (e.g. Pawley and Syder, 1983; Pawley, 1992; and 

Nattinger and DeCarrico, 1992). They use different term, such as; 

- routines: fixed phrases like of course, all of sudden and formulaic chunks 

like how do you do? I’m fine, thank you. 

- collocations: verb-object like spend money, play the piano adverb-adjective: 

statistically significant, mutually intelligible adjective-noun: tall building, 

legible hand writing. 

- idioms: like to kick the bucket=to die 

- lexical frames: like I’m looking for ___  

  Formulaic expression itself consists of several types (Neno & 

Agustine, 2016), as follows: 

1) Collocations, like last night, boarding house, etc. 

2) Lexical bundles, like  I don’t know, what do you want, etc. 

3) Insert, like bye, I see, etc 

4) Idiom, like wake up, look for, etc 

5) Binomial expression, like grandmother and grandfather, again and again, 

etc. 
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2.2.2. Lexical Bundles 

Lexical bundles were firstly introduced by Biber, Johansson, Leech, 

Conrad, and Finegan in their book entitled Longman Grammar of Spoken and 

Written English (LGSWE) in 1999. They defined lexical bundles as ‘the 

sequences of words that commonly co-occur in register’ (1999, p.989) and as 

‘recurrent expressions, regardless of their idiomaticity, and regardless of their 

structural status’ (1999, p. 990). Therefore, lexical bundles empirically means 

as ‘word combination that recur most commonly in given register. In 

addition, Biber et al. (1999) used two different registers which would display 

the similarities and the differences—they are conversation and academic 

prose. Three or more words became their limitation in conducting the study. 

It can be two words, but they must often incorporate into more than one 

longer lexical bundle. For example, I don’t are two-word contracted 

combinations but they are composed of three lexical units (I do not).  

However, in another book—Longman Student Grammar of Spoken 

and Written English (LSGSWE)—Biber, Leech, and Conrad (2002) make the 

scope of their investigation smaller. They thought that two-word 

combinations are generally to short, while three or four-word combinations 

are extremely numerous. Then, five-word or more than five-word 

combinations are much less common. Therefore, they make it simpler with 

defining the lexical bundle as a recurring sequence of three or four words. 

The finding of Biber et. al study showed that the similarities both 

conversation and academic prose were both of them used a large stock of 
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different lexical bundles (i.e. bundles types) and they were almost ten times 

as many three-word lexical bundles as four-word lexical bundles. The 

differences were displayed when conversation contained a larger stock of 

lexical bundles than academic prose. Generally, the finding showed that 

lexical bundles are more frequent in conversation than in academic prose. 

In short, I define that lexical bundles are the words that repeatedly 

hang together in the specific register –certain bundles indicate the register. 

2.2.2.1 Structures of Lexical Bundles 

Biber et. al. (2002, p. 446) explained that there were three most commont 

structures of lexical bundles in conversation, they are; pattern 1 (personal 

pronoun + verb phrase + ...), pattern 2 (extended verb phrase fragment), 

and pattern 3 (question fragment). In the further research, Biber et. al. 

(2004, p. 381) made the three structure of lexical bundles became more 

complete, they  mentined three structural type of lexical bundles in 

different form, they are; type 1 ( lexical bundles that incorporate verb 

phrase fragments), type 2 (lexical bundles that incorporate dependent 

clause fragments), and type 3 lexical bundles that incorporate noun 

phrase and prepositional phrase fragments). Those newest three structure 

of lexical bundles was adopted by me in this research. Those structure 

were devided into several sub-types, as follow in Table 2.2.2.1 
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Table 2.2.2.1. The structure of lexical bundle 

Structural Type Sub-tye of Structural 

Type 

Sample Bundle 

Type 1 1.a. 1st/ 2nd person + 

VP fragment 

I’m not going to 

1.b. 3rd person 

pronoun + VP 

fragment 

And this is a 

1.c discourse marker + 

VP fragment 

I mean I don’t 

1.d Verb phrase (with 

non-passive verb) 

Have a lot of 

1.e Verb phrase (with 

passive verb) 

Is based on 

1.f . yes-no question 

fragments 

Are you going to 

1.g WH- question 

fragments 

What do you think 

Type 2 2.a 1st/2nd person 

pronoun + dependent 

clause fragment 

I want you to 

2.b WH-clause 

fragments 

When we get 

2.c If-clause fragments If we look at 

2.d to-clause fragment To be able to 

2.e That-clause 

fragment 

That this is a 

Type 3 3.a Noun phrase with 

of-phrase fragment 

One of the things 

3.b Noun phrase with 

other post modifier 

fragment 

The way in which 

3.c Other noun phrase 

expressions 

A liitle bit more 

3.d Prepositional 

phrase expressions 

At the end of 

3.e Comparative 

expressions 

As well as the 

3.d Prepositional 

phrase expressions 

At the end of 

3.e Comparative 

expressions 

As well as the 
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2.2.2.2 Functions of Lexical Bundles 

For categorizing the function of lexical bundles, this study adopts from the 

study of Conrad and Biber’s study (2005) and Biber (2006). They 

distinguished four functions of lexical bundles, such as stance expressions, 

discourse organizers, referential expressions, and special function.  

Stance bundles express attitudes or assessment of certainty that 

frame some other proposition. They cover epistemic stance, desire, 

obligation, intention/prediction, and ability/effort.discourse organizers 

reflect relationships between prior and coming discourse. They construct 

of topic introduction, topic elaboration, and condition. Referential bundles 

make direct reference to physical or abstract entity. They consist of 

identification, imprecision, specification of attributes, time/place/text 

references. Then, special functions deal with pragmatic aspects, such as 

politeness, request, simply inquiry, reporting, offer, expectation, and 

hybrid function.  

2.2.3 Textbook 

Textbook has special role in teaching learning process. It tends to the syllbus 

that is made by the government, so the goal of teaching-learning process can 

be reached succesfully. Furthermore, Celce-Murcia (2001) defined that 

textbook or course book either required or supplementary provide content and 

teaching-learning activities, which shape much of what happens in the 

classroom. Therefore, the composting of textbooks must be based on the 

students’ need. Besides, the content of textbooks must be agreed with the 
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standard, especially, the use of lexical bundles. By using the lexical bundles 

which is usually used by native, so, the language will sound natural. 

However, the content of textbooks are consisted by several kinds of texts, 

such as reading texts, writing texts, conversation texts, etc. Here, the 

researcher only focused on the analysis of conversation texts. 

2.2.3.1 Conversation text 

Conversation texts can be in form of transactional and interpersonal. 

Transactional conversation is conducted for the purpose of information 

exchange, such as role plays and debates. While, interpersonal 

conversation is conversation which has purpose to maintain the social 

relationship, such as personal interview and casual conversation. However, 

to be grounded with the real conversation, conversation texts must be 

consist of several features. Therefore, the text will sound natural.  

2.2.3.2 Features of Conversation 

Biber et al.. (1999, pp.428-454) explain the features of conversation based 

on grammatical point of view. They state into eight characteristics, such as 

a conversation takes place in the spoken medium (by using tone, pause, 

tempo, etc), a conversation takes place in shared context (it can be social, 

cultural, institutional context), conversation avoids elaboration (it has a 

low lexical density), conversation is interactive (response, elicity, opinion, 

etc), conversation expresses stance (request, greeting, offer, etc), 

conversation takes place in a real time ( spontaneously), a conversation has 



29 

 

restricted and repetitive repertoire (usually repeat the same word), and 

conversation employs a vernacular range of expression.  

2.3. Theoretical Framework of the Present Study  

 In this study, the researcher identify about the part of formulaic 

expression, i.e. lexical bundles. They are extracted in two different textbooks, 

entittled Four Corners books and English Intensive Course books. Focusly, the 

researcher will identify the lexical bundles items in term of frequency, structure, 

and function. The result of the two textbooks then will be compared each other. 

The theoretical framework of the present study is drawn in Figure 2.1.  
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Figure. 2.1. Theoretical Framework of the Present Study 
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CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

This chapter is divided into two parts: conclusion and suggestions. Conclusions 

are summarized from the findings of this research. Then, suggestions are targeted 

to the students of English department, lecturers, authors of textbooks, and future 

researchers. 

5.1. Conclusions  

After analyzing and interpreting the data, the researcher got several conclusions 

for this study in relation to the identifying the lexical bundles of conversation 

texts in two textbooks. These conclusions were made by relating the objectives of 

the study. They also considered to the findings which are presented in previous 

discussion session. Further, the conclusions are presented in the following 

paragraph. 

 First, the identifying of  the lexical bundles’ frequencies in Four Corners 

books would give us the insight how often the native authors used the lexical 

bundles. Based on the findings, it is found that there were 164 tokens of lexical 

bundles in Four Corners books. They overused some types of lexical bundles, 

such as can I help you, do you want to, I don’t know, and I don’t think. On the 

other hand, they underused some other types of lexical bundles, such as a good 

time to, a lot of people, a lot of things, a lot of time, an exam tomorrow and, and a 

small salad, and how do you do, and I’m kind, are they from the, are you I’m, are 

you oh hi, are you ok oh, as I was saying, black beans and fish, but can I ask, 
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didn’t see it, didn’t think it, do you have a, do you spell your, and do you think 

that.  

 Second, the identifying of the lexical bundles’ frequencies in English 

Intensive Course books would give us the insight how often the non-native 

authors used the lexical bundles. The finding revealed that there were 106 tokens 

of lexical bundles which happen in English Intensive Course books. They usually 

used six types of lexical bundles, like I wish I had, sure what is it, that’s right 

and, what are you doing, what would you like, and would you like a. While, they 

rarely used some types of lexical bundles, namely and juicy steak is, and would 

you like, can I use your, can you tell me, it is not very, and many others. 

 Third, the conclusion is related to the comparison of lexical bundles’ 

frequencies in conversation texts between two textbooks. Both in Four Corners 

and English Intensive Course books, it has been found that the minimum 

frequency of lexical bundle occurred was in two different texts. Contrasly, we can 

see that the native authors used more frequent the lexical bundles than the non-

native used. Beside that, the finding also revealed that there were no types of 

lexical bundles which were used by the native authors, were used by the non-

native authors. Therefore, it is concluded that non-native authors tend to translate 

the lexical of Indonesian to English directly, they didn’t want to follow what the 

native say did. 

 Fourth is about the structures’ of lexical bundles in Four Corners books, it 

would give us the knowledge about what the structure usually used by native 

authors. According to the finding, it is shown that the most structural types used 
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by the native authors was the lexical bundles that incorporate with verb phrase 

fragments with 70.7 %. It indicated that the structure of lexical bundles was 

clausal. 

 Fifth,  this conclusion would describe the structures of lexical bundles in 

English Intensive Course books. The finding showed that 65% of the lexical 

bundles found in EIC consisted by the lexical bundles that incorporate with 

verb phrase fragments. It is the same as the previous result. 1st/2nd person 

pronoun + VP fragments and yes-no question fragments became the dominant 

structure which were used by the authors. 

 Sixth, the comparison of lexical bundles’ structures in conversation texts 

between Four Corners and English Intensive Course books could be seen by 

detecting the similarities and the differences of them. Both, Four Corners and 

English Intensive Course books had similarity in term of the dominant structural 

type which is used by the native and non-native authors. Both of them mostly 

used the lexical bundles that incorporate with verb phrase fragments. More 

detail, they used a lot of 1st/2nd person pronoun + VP fragments and yes-no 

question fragments. From the result above, it is concluded that the native and non-

native authors inclined to speak about their personal experiences and they 

presented many questions to get the responses. In contrast, the finding didn’t show 

any differences of two textbooks in term of structural types. 

 Seventh, the function of lexical bundles in Four Corners was dominated 

by special function, it had 40.9 % tokens. Almost close to the first, stance bundles 

with 38.4 % became the second dominant used by the native authors. According 
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to the result, it was concluded that the native authors got the information by 

asking question and the appearance of the stance budles indicated that it was the 

characteristic of conversation register.  

 Eighth, the result of the lexical bundles’ function in English Intensive 

Course books was almost the same as the result in Four Corners books. The 

findings were special function, referential expression, stance bundles comprising 

41.5 %, 34.9 % and 23.6 %, respectively. They gain the information by asking 

question and identify something. 

 Ninth, the last conclusion is about the comparison of lexical bundles’ 

function in two textbooks. Both in Four Corners and English Intensive Course 

books, the most functional type of lexical bundle was special function  which is 

the biggest part used by the authors was simply inquiry. Besides, the result 

showed that there were no lexical bundles that were categorized as discourse 

organizers. It indicated that the authors tend to present the question to 

maintenance the communication between the speakers. However, the difference is 

showed by the second and the third dominant of lexical bundles found in two 

textbooks.  In Four Corners, the second and the third were stance bundles and 

referential expressions, while in English Intensive Course books was vice versa. 

Therefore, the conversation text in Four Corners book seems like the direct 

conversation which contain spontaneously while the conversation texts in English 

Intensive Course books closer to identify something as clarifying.  
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5.2. Suggestions 

Based on previous findings and conclusions, there would be some suggestions that 

are made as a purpose of the development of the research. The suggestions are 

based on the three significances. Firstly, theoretical significance would be 

addressed to the teaching English. Secondly, pedagogical significance would be 

addressed to the English lecturers, English authors, and students of English 

department. The last, practical significance  is addressed to the future researchers 

who are interested in investigating such topic. More explanation of those 

suggestions are presented below. 

 The first is based on the theoretical significance. This suggestion is 

addressed to the process of English language teaching, especially for speaking 

proficiency and discourse subject. The findings of this research hopefully would 

be additional sources and information about the frequency, the structure, and the 

function of lexical bundles in two different textbooks; Four Corners and English 

Intensive Course books. These textbooks were different in term of the authors; FC 

was written by native-speakers, while EIC was written by non-native speakers. 

Then, they were similar in term of in what level the textbooks were used. They 

were used by first semester students in the two different university in Indonesia; 

Universitas Bengkulu and Universitas Negeri Semarang. Therefore, the 

comparison of lexical bundles related to the frequency, the structure, and the 

function between those two textbooks would be useful and proportional.  

The second is  according to pedagogical significance. This suggestion is 

addressed to English teacher. It is hoped that the findings and discussion could 
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participate as the additional knowledge for educational material. It could give 

another reference about the frequency, the structure, and the function of two 

textbooks, so she/he can select the appropriate books related to their students’ 

need. This suggestion is also addressed to the students of English department. It is 

hoped that the findings of this research could contribute in applying students’ 

conversation. They could imitate or adopt the lexical bundles which were used by 

the speakers. As we have found in the findings, the lexical bundles could make the 

speakers more natural in speaking. The authors or the writers of textbook also 

become the addressee in this study. They could consider the material which they 

want to include, such entering the lexical bundle in all conversation texts.  

The last suggestion is practical significance It is intended to the future 

researcher who has an initiation to conduct such topic. It is hoped that this study 

could be developed by another researcher to find out more about lexical bundles 

in different register, it could be in spoken or in written form. Besides, the using of 

different software is hoped to make the study of lexical bundles richer and give 

more valid result. 



76 

REFERENCES 

Alasmary, Abdullah. (2017). A corpus-based investigation of the lexical bundles 

use by accomplished and novice mathematics writers. Retrieved from: 

https://www.birmingham.ac.uk/Documents/college-artslaw/corpus/.../paper163 

 

Allen, D. (2009). Lexical bundles in learner writing: an analysis of formulaic 

language in the ALESS learners corpus. Komaba Journal of English Education, 1, 

105-127 

 

Amalia, R., Warsono, W, & Hartono, R. (2018). The Cultural Relation Between 

Verbal Language and Visual Image In English Textbooks for Junior High 

School. EEJ 8 (2),  doi:org/10.15294/eej.v8i3.21373  

 

Amirian, Z., Ketabi, S. & Eshaghi, H. (2013). The use of lexical bundles in native 

and non-native postgraduate writing: The case of applied linguistics theses 

MA. Journal of English Language Teaching and Learning, 5 (11), 1-29. 

 

Arvianto, Z. I. & Faridi, A. (2016). The compatibility of reading exercises with 

bloom’s taxonomy and 2013 curriculum (a case of English textbook entitled 

Bahasa Inggris for grade XI published by Department of National Education 

2014). English Education Journal 6 (1) 

 

Anderson, W. J. (2003). A corpus linguistic analysis of phraseology and 

collocation in the register of current European union administrative French 

(Master’s thesis) 

 

Ari, Omer. (2006). Review of three software programs designed to identify lexical 

bundles. Language Learning & Technology, 10(1), 30-37. 

 

Arvianto, Z. I. & Faridi, A. (2016). The compatibility of reading exercises with 

bloom’s taxonomy and 2013 curriculum (a case of English textbook entitled 

Bahasa Inggris for grade XI published by Department of National Education 

2014). English Education Journal 6 (1). 

 

Bal, B. (2010). Analysis of four-word lexical bundles in published research 

articles written by Turkish scholars. Analysis, 11, 30–201. Retreived from 

http://scholarworks.gsu.edu/alesl_theses 

 

Biber, D. (2006). University language: A corpus-based study of spoken and 

written registers. Amsterdam; Philadelphia: John Benjamins. 

 

Biber, D., Conrad, S., & Cortes, V. (2004).  If  you look at ...: Lexical bundles in 

university teaching and textbooks. Applied Linguistic, 25 (3), 371-405. 

 



83 

 

Biber, D., Leech, G., & Conrad, S. (2002). Longman Student Grammar of Spoken 

and Written English. Harlow: Longman 

 

Biber, D., Johansson, S., Leech, G., Conrad, S., & Finegan, C. (1999). Longman 

Grammar of Spoken and Written English. Harlow: Longman. 

 

Byrd, P. & Averil, C. (2010). On the other hand: lexical bundles in academic 

writing and in the teaching of EAP. TESOL, 5, 31-64. 

 

Celce-Murcia, M. (2001). Teaching English as Second or Foreign Language. 

Boston: Henlie & Henlie.  

 

Celce-Murcia, M. (2007). Rethinking the role of communicative competence in 

language teaching. Intercultural Language Use and Language Learning, 41-

47 

 

Chen, Y. & Baker, P. (2010). Lexical bundles in L1 and Ll2 academic writing. 

Language Learning & Technology, 14, 30-49. Retrieved from 

http://llt.msu.edu/vol14num2/chenbaker.pdf 

 

Cheng, W. W., Lin C. Hung, L. C. & Chieh, L. C. (2011). Thinking of the 

textbook in the ESL/EFL classroom.  English Language Teaching, 4 (2). 

doi:10.5539/elt.v4n2p91 

 

Choi, B. (2013). Lexical bundles in economic research articles by native and non-

native speakers of English 

 

Cohen, L., L. Manion, & K. Morisson. (2005). Research Methods in Education 

Sixth Edition. London: Routledge. 

 

Conrad, S. M. & Biber, B. (2004). The frequency and use of lexical bundles in 

converstaion and academic prose. Lexicographica 20, 56-71 Retrieved from 

http://pdxscholar.library.pdx.edu/ling_fac 

 

Cortes, V. (2008). A comparative study of lexical bundles in published history 

writing in English, Spanish, and Portuguese. Applied Linguistics. Retrieved 

from vcortes@gsu.edu 

 

Cortes, V. (2013). The purpose of this study is to: Connecting lexical bundles and 

moves in research articles introductions. Journal of English for Academic 

Purposes 12, 33-43. 

 

Creswell, J. W. (2009). Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative, and Mixed 

Method Approaches (3rd ed.). Thousand Oak, CA: Sage 

 



84 

 

Crossley, S. & Salsabury, T. (2011). The development of lexical bundle accuracy 

and production in english second lnagugae speakers. IRAL, 49, 1-25. 

 

Cunningsworth. (1995). A choosing your coursebook. Oxford: Heinemann. 

 

Demirel, E. T. & Ahmadi, H. S. (2013).  Lexical bundles in research articles 

acknowledgements: a corpus comparison. H.U. Journal of Education, 28 (2), 

457-468. 

 

Dontcheva-Navratilova, O. (2012). Lexical bundles in academic texts by non-

native speakers. Brno Studies in English, 38(2), 37–58. 

doi:org/10.5817/BSE2012-2-3 

 

Fitriati, S. W. & Ghasani, B. I. (2017). An Appraisal Analysis of Critical Review 

Written by Undergraduate Students of English Education Language. UNNES 

International Conference on ELTLT 6 (1). 

 

Gailea, N. & Rasyid, Y. (2015). A study of the English textbooks for senior high 

school in four English skills on gender quality in Serang city-Banten. IJLECR 

1(1), 97-104. Retreived from http://pps.unj.ac.id/journal/ijlecr 

 

Gales, T. (2012). Review of patterns of linguistic variation in American legal 

English: a corpus-based study by Gozdzroszkowski. IJLID, 2 (3), 118-128 

 

Gordani, Yahya. (2010). An analysis of english textbook used at Iranian guidance 

schools in terms of bloom's taxonomy. The Journal of ASIA TEFL. 7(2), 249-

278. 

 

Grabowski, l. (2013). Register variation across English pharmaceutical texts: a 

corpus-driven study of keywords, lexical bundles, and phrase frames in 

patient information leaflets and summaries of product characteristics. 

Procedia-Social and Behavioral Sciences, 95, 391-401. Retrieved from 

www.sciencedirect.com 

 

Gungor, F. & Uysal, H. H. (2016). A comparatuve analysis of lexical bundles 

used by native and non-native scholars. English Language Teaching, 9 (6) 

doi: 10.5539/elt.v9n6p176 

 

Hafidhoh, N., Faridi, A., & Saleh, M. (2018). Gender Representation on Reading 

Texts, Dialogues and Pictures in “When English Rings a Bell” for Grade VII 

Junior High School. EEJ 8(2). doi:.org/10.15294/eej.v8i3.21360 

 

Heng, C. S., Kashiha, H. & Tan, H. (2014). Lexical bundles: facilitating 

university “talk” in group discussion. English Language Teaching, 7 (40). doi 

:10.5539/elt.v7n4p1 

 



85 

 

Hernandez, P. (2013). Lexical bundles in three oral corpora of university students. 

Nordic Journal of English Studies 13 (1),187-209 

 

Hyland, Ken. (2008). As can be Seen: lexical bundles and disciplinary variation. 

English for Specific Purposes, 27, 4-21 

 

Ibnus, Nizar & Mujiyanto, Jan. (2018). The Comparison of Politeness 

Components between New Headway Intermediate Student’s Book and 

Bahasa Inggris SMA/MA/SMK/MAK Kelas X. EEJ 8 (1). 

doi:.org/10.15294/eej.v8i1.22157 

 

Jablonkai, R. (2009). In the light of: a corpus-based analysis of lexical bundles in 

two EU-related registers. WoPAL, 3. 

 

Jalali, H. (2014). Examining novices’ selection of lexical bundles: the case of efl 

postgraduate students in applied linguistic. Journal of applied Linguistic and 

Language Research, 1 (2), 1-11. Retreived from www.jallr.ir 

 

Jalali, Z. S. & Moini, M. R. (2014). Structure of lexical bundles in introduction 

section of medical reserach articles. Procedia-Social and Behavioral Sciences  

98, 719-726. Retrieved from www.sciencedirect.com 

 

Jalali, Z. S.,  Moini, M. R. & Mohamad Alaee Arani, M. A. (2015). Structural and 

functional of lexical bundles in medical research articles: a corpus-based 

study. International Journal of Information Science and Management, 13 (1), 

51-69.  

 

Johnston, K. M. (2017). Lexical bundles in applied linguistics and literature 

writing: a comparison of intermediate English learners and professionals. 

Dissertation and Theses Paper 3482. Retrieved from: 

https://pdxscholar.library.pdx.edu/open_access_etds 

 

Jucknevicienc, R. (2009). Lexical bundles in learners language: Lithuanian 

learners and native speakers 

 

Kashiha, H. & Heng, C. S. (2013). An exploration of lexical bundles in academic 

lectures: examples from hard and soft sciences. The Journal of ASIA TEFL 10 

(4), 133-161. 

 

Kazemi, M., Mohammadreza K., & Nima F. (2014). The impact of lexical 

bundles on how applied linguistic articles are evaluated. Procedia-Social and 

Behavioral Sciences 98, 870-875. Retrieved from www.sciencedirect.com 

 

Kazemi, M., Katiraei, S. & Rasekh, A. (2014). The impact of teacing lexical 

bundles on improving Iranian EFL students’ writing skill. Procedia-Social 



86 

 

and Behavioral Sciences 98, 864-869. Retreived from 

www.sciencedirect.com 

 

Khalim, A. & warsono, W. (2017). The Realization Of Interpersonal Meanings Of 

Conversation Texts In Developing English Competencies And Interlanguage 

For Grade X. EEJ 7(2). doi:org/10.15294/eej.v7i2.15734 

 

Khusnita, D. & Rukmini, D. (2016). The EFL Learners’ Perceptions and 

Realizations of Formulaic Sequences in Casual Conversation. EEJ 6(2) 

 

Kopaczyk, Joanna. (2012). Application of the lexical bundles method in historical 

corpus research. Corpus Data across Language and Diciplines. Farnnkfurt am 

Main: Peter Lang, 83-95 

 

Kwary, D. A., Ratry, D. & Artha, A .F. (2017). Lexical bundles in journal article 

across academic diciplines. Indonesian Journal of Applied Linguistic, 7 (1), 

132-140. doi: dx.doi.org/10.17509/ijal.v7i1.6866 

 

Kwon, Y. & Lee, E. (2014). Lexical bundles in the Korean EFL teacher talk 

corpus: a comparison between non-native and native English teachers. The 

Journal of ASIA TEFL, 11 (3), 73-103 

 

Laane, M. (2011). Lexical bundles in engineering research articles. 10th 

International Symposium ”Topical Problems in the Field of Electrical and 

Power Engineering“ Pärnu, Estonia 

 

Lou, X. (2012). Structural analysis of lexical bundles in EFL English majors’ 

theses of an ordinary normal university in China. International Journal of 

Applied Linguistics and English Literature, 1 (6). 

doi:10.7575/ijalel.v.1n.6p.142 

 

Mbodj-Diop, N. (2016). Lexical bundles in medical research articles: structures 

and functions. (Master’s thesis) 

 

Miao, H. (2014). An investigation of formulaic sequences in multi-modal Chinese 

college English textbooks. Journal of Language Teaching and Research, 5 

(6), 1308-1314. doi:10.4304/jltr.5.6.1308-1314 

 

Mujahadah, S. (2018). The Realization of Communication Strategies Used by 

Extrovert and Introvert Students in Conversation. EEJ 8(2). 

doi:.org/10.15294/eej.v8i3.21646 

 

Mustapa, Y. & Agustien, H. (2017). Formulaic Expressions Used in 

Conversational Texts of the Tenth Grade’s English Textbooks. EEJ 7(1). 

doi:org/10.15294/eej.v7i1.14687 

 



87 

 

Neely, E. &  Cortez, V. (2009). A little bit about: analyzing and teaching lexical 

bundles in academic lectures.  Language Value, 1 (1), 17-38. Retrieved from 

http://www.e-revistes.uji.es/languagevalue 

Neno, H. &  Agustien, H. (2016). The use of formulaic expression in EFL 

students interaction. English Education Journal 6 (1). Retreived from 

http://journal.unnes.ac.id/sju/index.php/eej 

 

Ozturk, Y, & Kose, G. D. (2016). Turkish and native English academic writers’ 

use of lexical bundles. Journal of Language and Linguistic Studies, 12 (1), 

149-165. Retrieved from www.jlls.org 

 

Pahlevi, S., Rukmini, D. & Warsono, W. (2018). The Ideational Meaning of Text 

and Image Relation in Bahasa Inggris for Tenth Graders. EEJ 8(3). 

doi:org/10.15294/eej.v8i3.23745 

 

Pang, Winnie. (2010). Lexical bundles and the construction of an academic 

voices: a pedagogical perspective. Asian EFL Journal. Professional Teaching 

Articles. 47 

 

Paquot, M. & Sylviane G. (2012). Formulaic language in learners corpora.  

Annual review of Applied Linguistic 32, 130-149 

 

Rahmawati, A., Rukmini, D. & Sutopo, D. (2014). The Unity of Meanings in the 

Vocational High School English Textbook. EEJ 4(2)  

 

Rafiee, M. & Keihaniyan, M. (2013). A comparative analysis of lexical bundles in 

journalistic writing in English and Persian: A constrative linguistic 

perspective. Interntional Journal of Aplied Linguistic. 3 (2), 218-236 

 

Rafiee, M., Travakoli, M.. & AmIRIAN, Z. (2011). Structural analysis of lexical 

bundles across two types of English news papers edited by native and non-

native speakers.  MAJAL, 3(2) 

 

Retnowaty. (2013). The Awareness and Realization of Grice’s Cooperative 

Principles in the Conversations Among Non-Native English Speakers. EEJ 

3(2) 

 

Richards. J.C. and R. Schmidt. (2002). Longman Dictionary of Language 

Teaching and Applied Linguistic (4th ed.). Harlow: Longman. 

 

Roohani, Ali. (2011). Collocations in high school and pre-university English 

textbooks versus new interchange book series.  The Journal of ASIA TEFL, 8 

(3), 66-81  

 

Salazar, Danica J. L. (2011). Lexical bundles in scientific English: a corpus-based 

study of native and non-native writing. (Doctoral dissertation) 



88 

 

 

Sidtis, D. V. & Postman, W. (2006). Formulaic expression in spontanious speech 

of left-and right-hemisphere-damaged subject. Aphasiology, 20 (5), 411-426. 

doi: 10.1080/02687030500538148 

 

Siricharoen,  A., & Wijitsopon, R. (2017). Lexical bundles in authentic and 

business textbook emails: a case study of informal business emails. Selected 

Procedings of the International Conference:DRAL 3/19th ESEA 

 

Strunkyte, G. & Jurkunaite, E. (2008). Written academic discourse: lexical 

bundles in humanities and natural sciences. (Master’s thesis) 

 

Sugiati, A. & Rukmini, D. (2017). The Application Of Formulaic Expressions In 

The Conversation Texts Of Senior High School English Textbooks. EEJ 7(2). 

doi:org/10.15294/eej.v7i2.15732 

 

Sugiarto, B., Sofwan, A. & Sutopo, D. (2015). Mood Realization of the Learning 

Activities in the Grade VII English Textbook Published by the Ministry of 

Education and Culture. EEJ  5(1). 

 

Sulistyowati, T. (2011). The Speech Functions in the Conversations between the 

Fourth Semester English Department Students of Muria Kudus University 

and Some Foreigners. EEJ 1(1) 

 

Sykes, D. (2017). An investigation of spoken lexical bundles in interactive 

academic contexts. (Master’s thesis) 

 

Tai, Tzu Y. (2016). A corpus-based analysis of discourse markers in curriculum-

based English textbooks and the English entrance exam in Taiwan. The 

Journal of ASIA TEFL 13(4), 262-279. Retreived from 

doi:.org/10.18823/asiatefl.2016.13.4.2.262 

 

Team of Oxford University Press. (2008). Oxford Learner’s Pocket Dictionary 

(fourth ed.). New York: Oxford University Press. 

 

Thornburry, Scott. (2005). Beyond the Sentence: Introducing Discourse Analysis. 

Oxford: Macmilan Education 

 

Wahab, M. M. A. (2013). Developing an English language textbook evaluative 

checklist. IOSR-JRME Vol. 1, 55-70. Retreived from www.iosrjournal.org 

 

Wei, Liu & Yan, S. (2016). On the importance of formulaic sequences in efl 

teaching of writing. US-China Foreign Language 14 (10), 700-705. 

doi:10.17265/1539-8080/2016.10.004 

 



89 

 

Wei, Y. & Lei, L. (2011). Lexical bundles in the academic writing of advanced 

Chinese EFL learners. RELC, 42 (2), 155-166. doi: 

10.1177/0033688211407295 

Widodo, H. P. (2007). Textbook analysis on college academic writing. TEFLIN 

Journal, 18 (2). 

 

Wray, A. (2000). Formulaic sequences in second language teaching: Principle and 

practice. Applied Linguistics, 21(4), 463-489. 

 

Yang, Y. (2017). Lexical bundles in argumentative and narrative writings by 

Chinese EFL learners. International Journal of English Linguistic, 7 (3). 

doi:10.5539/ijel.v7n3p58 

 

https://user.phil.hhu.de/~bontcheva/SS10CTCL/CTCL-IntroNotes.pdf 

 
 


	1. cover ok.pdf
	Pengesahan 008.pdf
	2. acknowledgment ok.pdf
	3. table of contents.pdf
	4. chapter I ok.pdf
	5. chapter II ok.pdf
	8. chapter V ok.pdf
	9. references.pdf

