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Text Linguistics
1 .Definition
Text linguistics is a branch of linguistics that deals with texts as communication systems. Its original aims lay in uncovering and describing text grammars. The application of text linguistics has, however, evolved from this approach to a point in which text is viewed in much broader terms that go beyond a mere extension of traditional grammar towards an entire text. Text linguistics takes into account the form of a text, but also its setting, i. e. the way in which it is situated in an interactional, communicative context. Both the author of a (written or spoken) text as well as its addressee are taken into consideration in their respective (social and/or institutional) roles in the specific communicative
context. In general it is an application of discourse analysis at the much broader level of text, rather than just a sentence or word (Trappes-Lomax, 2004: 133–64; Betti, 2002e: 2;Betti, and Al-Jubouri, 2015c: 91).
2 Reasons for text linguistics
Much attention has been given to the sentence as a self-contained unit, and not enough has been given to studying how sentences may be used in connected stretches of language. It is essentially the presentation of language as sets of sentences.
Text is extremely significant in communication because people communicate not by means of individual words or fragments of sentences in languages, but by means of texts. It is also the basis of various disciplines such as law, religion, medicine, science, and politics (Al-Amri, 2007; Betti, 2003: 41; and Betti, and Igaab, 2015: 2).
3 Related Definitions
"A text is an extended structure of syntactic units [i. e. text as super-sentence] such as words, groups, and clauses and textual units that is marked by both coherence among the elements and completion ... (Werlich, 1976) Whereas a non-text consists of random sequences of linguistic units such as sentences, paragraphs, or sections in any temporal and/or spatial extension." (Werlich, 1976: 23; Betti, 2006: 142; Betti, and Mugeer, 2016: 19).
"A naturally occurring manifestation of language, i. e. as a communicative language event in a context. The surface text is the set of expressions actually used; these expressions make some knowledge explicit, while other knowledge remains implicit, though still applied
during processing." (Beaugrande and Dressler, 1981: 63; Betti, 2007: 399-411; and Betti, and Al-Jubouri, 2009: 363-379).
"[A term] used in linguistics to refer to any passage- spoken or written, of whatever length, that does form a unified whole [….] A text is a unit of language in use. It is not a grammatical unit, like a clause or a sentence; and it is not defined by its size [….] A text is best regarded as a semantic unit; a unit not of form but of meaning." (Halliday and Hasan, 1976: 1–6; Betti, 2013: 12; and Betti, and Hashim, 2018: 290).
"A text is made up of sentences, but there exist separate principles of text-construction, beyond the rules for making sentences." (Fowler, 1991: 59).
"[Text is] a set of mutually relevant communicative functions, structured in such a way as to achieve an overall rhetorical purpose." (Hatim and Mason, 1990; (Betti, 2015a: 12).
Text linguists generally agree that text is the natural domain of language, but they still differ in their perspectives of what constitutes a text. This variance is mainly due to the different methods of observations of different linguists, and as such, the definition of text is not yet concrete (Al-Amri, 2007; Betti, and Igaab, 2018: 35; Betti, 2015b: 12).

4 .Significance of Contexts
There is a text and there is other text that accompanies it: text that is 'with', namely the con-text. This notion of what is 'with the text', however, goes beyond what is said and written: it includes other non-verbal signs-on-the total environment in which a text unfolds. (Halliday and Hasan, 1985: 5; (Betti, and Ulaiwi, 2018: 84; Betti, Igaab, & Al-Ghizzi, 2018: 256).
According to Halliday, text is a sign representation of a socio-cultural event embedded in a context of situation. Context of situation is the semio-socio-cultural environment in which the text unfolds. Text and context are so intimately related that neither concept can be comprehended in the absence of the other.
5.Texture
Texture is the basis for unity and semantic interdependence within text. Any text that lacks texture would simply be a bunch of isolated sentences that have no relationship to each other. (Crane, 1994). A feature of texture is "sequential implicativeness", as suggested by Schegloff and Sacks (1974). This refers to the property of language that each line in a
text is linked from or linked to the previous line. As such, language contains a linear sequence, and this linear progression of text creates a context of meaning. (Schegloff and Sacks (1974: 289–327; Betti, 2020b: 1). (Betti, and Igaab, 2019: 234).
This contextual meaning, at the paragraph level, is referred to as "coherence", while the internal properties of meaning are referred to as "cohesion". (Eggins, 1994: 85).
There are two aspects of coherence, namely, "situational" coherence and "generic" coherence. There is situational coherence when field, tenor, and mode can be identified for a certain group of clauses. On the other hand, there is generic coherence when the text can be recognized as belonging to a certain genre. Thereby, cohesion is the result of "semantic ties", which refers to the dependent links between items within a text. These ties come together to create meaning (Betti, 2021bb: 9). Texture is, therefore, created within text when the properties of coherence and cohesion are present.
6.Text types
Most linguists agree on the classification into five text-types: narrative, descriptive, argumentative, instructive, and comparison/contrast (also called expositive). Some classifications divide the types of texts according to their function. Others differ because they take into consideration the topic of the texts, the producer and the addressee, or the style. Adam and Petitjean, (1989) proposed analyzing of overlaps of different text types with text sequences. Virtanen (1992) establishes a double classification (discourse type and text type) to be used when the Identification text-text type is not straightforward (Medina, 2002: 156; (Betti, 2020c: 6; and Betti, and Yaseen, 2020: 49).
7.Seven Standards of Textuality
Text linguistics is the study of how texts function in human interaction. Beaugrande and Dressler define a text as a ―communicative occurrence which meets seven standards of textuality‖ – cohesion, coherence, intentionality, acceptability, informativity, situationality and intertextuality, without any of which the text will not be communicative. Non-communicative texts are treated as non-texts (De Beaugrande, & Dressler, 1981; Betti, 2020d: 56; and Betti, and Hasan, 2020: 49).
7.1.Cohesion
Cohesion is said to be the glue that holds a paragraph together. In other words, if a paragraph has a good cohesion then we say the ideas flow from one sentence to another smoothly. They‟re connected. The end of one sentence is related to the beginning of a next sentence.
Cohesion relates to the micro level of the text: that is, the words and sentences and how they join or link together.
cohesion has been defined as “joining a text together with reference words (e.g. he, theirs, the former) and conjunctions (e.g. but, then) so that the whole text is clear and readable” (Bailey, 2011, p. 115). In other words, cohesion refers to the logical connections of a text at sentence level. This term involves grammatical and lexical relationships between the elements of written production (Grabe & Kaplan, 2014). Some examples of cohesion are reference through personal or possessive pronouns, substitution or ellipsis, connectors to link the sentences of a paragraph, synonyms to avoid lexical repetition, and punctuation (Ferris & Hedgcock, 2014).
Substitution
It is when we substitute in other words replace an earlier word or words with another word or words. E.g. The graph on the left shows average calorie intake by age, while the one on the right shows daily exercise levels. The word “one” is a substitution because it is a substitute of the word “graph”.
Ellipsis
This is when we live out words because the meaning is clear. E.g. They can distinguish finer detail than we can. (here we do not need to repeat the words distinguish finer detail).
Here are fifty cards.
Take any (-).
Some say one thing, others say another (-)
Which coat will you wear?
This is the best (-)
Followings are the illustrative examples that show the grammatical cohesive tie in italics in each:
(i) Wow, how beautiful flower vessel! How much does it cost? [reference]
(ii) (ii) You are going to attend the party? If so, what about these agenda? [substitution]
(iii) (iii) We can buy those apples if we need to (buy those apples). [ellipsis]
(iv) (iv) He passed the exam. However, he did not obtain A plus. [conjunction]
Lexical cohesion, on the other hand, is „the cohesive effect achieved by the selection of vocabulary‟ (Halliday & Hasan, 1976, p 274). Lexical cohesion can be realized in reiteration (using the same, or semantically related vocabulary such as repetition, synonym, superordinate, general word) and in collocation (co-occurrence of lexical items). Followings are the examples showing cohesive tie in italics.
(v) (i) Reiteration: I have a puppy. The puppy is black. [Repetition]
(vi) I have a puppy. The pup is black. [Synonym]
(vii) I have a puppy. The animal is black. [Superordinate]
(viii) I have a puppy. The baby dog is black. [General word]
7.2Coherence
a written text needs to be coherent to be understood by a reader. Hyland (2006)
defined coherence as: “The ways a text makes sense to readers through the relevance and accessibility of its configuration of concepts, ideas and theories” (p. 311)
From this point of view, coherence involves logical connections at idea level
(topic). Thus, so as to facilitate the reader‟s comprehension, all the sentences that make up each paragraph have to be logically arranged by following a continuous order based on the message they are trying to convey (Hinkel, 2004). Within this framework, coherence is important in writing as it relates to expressing consistent and understandable ideas in a text.
The examples below show the coherent, and non-coherent texts:
(i) A text with coherence: A: Did you bring the car?
B: Yes, I brought it yesterday.
(ii) A text with no coherence: A: Where did you go last week?
B: That sounds good. My brother paints it.
When we talk about coherence, we‟re talking about how clear and how logical the ideas are.
Coherence relates to the macro level features of a text which help it to make sense as a whole.
*You can have cohesion without coherence but you cannot have coherence without cohesion.
“I bought some hummus to eat with celery. Green vegetables can boost your metabolism. The Australian Greens is a political party. I couldn‟t decide what to wear to the new year‟s party.”
* Some researchers such as Morgan and Sellner (1980), Carrell (1982) claim that cohesion is not sufficient enough to make a text connected or appear a unified whole. It is because a highly cohesive text with lots of connections and ties may cause difficulty in the interpretation of the message as Yule (2008, p 126) presents the following example:
My father bought a Lincoln convertible. The car driven by the police was red. That color does not suit her. She consists of three letters.
* Coherence, on the other hand, has important role for creating unity between or among the propositional units in the text. Without coherence, a set of utterances cannot form a text, no matter, how many cohesive ties appear between the utterances. To show a text with no
cohesive ties, but perfectly coherent, Widdowson (1978) presents following example (as cited in Yule 2008, p 127):
A: That‟s the telephone.
B: I‟m in bath.
*Cohesion and coherence are two different things.A text is cohesive if its elements are linked
together. A text is coherent if it makes sense. However, a text may be cohesive (i.e. linked together), but incoherent (i.e. meaningless).Cohesion refers to connectivity in a text, but coherence refers to how easy it is to understand the writing. While coherence means the connection of ideas at the idea level, cohesion means the connection of ideas at the sentence level. Text may be cohesive without necessarily being coherent: Cohesion does not spawn coherence. Cohesion is determined by lexically and grammatically overt intersentential relationships, whereas coherence is based on semantic relationshipSurface texts may not always express relations explicitly therefore people supply as many relations as are needed to make sense out of any particular text. In the example of the road sign "SLOW CARS HELD UP', "cars" is an object concept and "held up" an action concept, and the "cars" are the link to "held up'. Therefore, "slow" is more likely to be interpreted as a motion than as the speed at which cars are travelling. this also can be discussed in the first two aspects of coherence which are the macro-structure and the developmental pattern. The third aspect is meta-discourse markers. Types of relations include (Betti, 2021a: 5)
I. Causality
"Itsy Bitsy spider climbing up the spout. Down came the rain and washed the spider out."
The event of "raining" causes the event of "washing the spider out" because it creates the necessary conditions for the latter; without the rain, the spider will not be washed out.
II. Enablement
"Humpty Dumpty sat on the wall, Humpty Dumpty had a great fall."
The action of sitting on the wall created the necessary but not sufficient conditions for the action of falling down. Sitting on a wall makes it possible but not obligatory for falling down to occur.
III. Reason
"Jack shall have but a penny a day because he can't work any faster."
In contrast to the rain which causes Itsy Bitsy spider to be washed out, the slow working does not actually cause or enable the low wage. Instead, the low wage is a reasonable outcome; "reason" is used to term actions that occur as a rational response to a previous event (Betti, 2021d: 3).
IV. Purpose
"Old Mother Hubbard went to the cupboard to get her poor dog a bone."
In contrast to Humpty Dumpty's action of sitting on the wall which enables the action of falling down, there is a plan involved here; Humpty Dumpty did not sit on the wall so that it could fall down but Old Mother Hubbard went to the cupboard so that she could get a bone. "Purpose" is used to term events that are planned to be made possible via a previous event.
V. Time
"Cause", "enablement" and "reason" have forward directionality with the earlier event causing, enabling or providing reason for the later event. "Purpose', however, has a backward directionality as the later event provides the purpose for the earlier event (Betti, 2021e: 3).
More than just a feature of texts, coherence is also the outcome of cognitive processes among text users. The nearness and proximity of events in a text will trigger operations which recover or create coherence relations.
"The Queen of Hearts, she made some tarts; The Knave of Hearts, he stole the tarts; The King of Hearts, called for the tarts."
In the explicit text, there is a set of actions (making, stealing and calling); the only relations presented are the agent and the affected entity of each action. However, a text receiver is likely to assume that the locations of all three events are close to one another as well as occur in a continuous and relatively short time frame. One might also assume that the actions are meant to signal the attributes of the agents; the Queen is skilled in cooking, the Knave is dishonest and the King is authoritative. As such, coherence encompasses inferencing based on one's knowledge (Betti, 2021z: 7).
For a text to make sense, there has to be interaction between one's accumulated knowledge and the text-presented knowledge. Therefore, a science of texts is probabilistic instead of deterministic, that is, inferences by users of any particular text will be similar most of the time instead of all of the time. Most text users have a common core of cognitive composition, engagement and process such that their interpretations of texts through "sensing" are similar to what text senders intend them to be.
Without cohesion and coherence, communication would be slowed down and could break down altogether. Cohesion and coherence are text-centred notions, designating operations directed at the text materials (Betti, and Khalaf , 2021: 19).
Metadiscourse markers
They are an important linguistic feature in a text. They are words and phrases that add extra information to a text. They may also show how ideas in a text are connected to each other, and help the reader understand which direction the text is flowing in.Analyzing the textual metadiscourse markers in a text helps for better understanding the text. Metadiscourse markers refer explicitly to aspects of the organization of a text, or indicate a writer‟s stance towards the text‟s content or towards the reader (Hyland 2004a: 109). They are important markers in more academic text styles. Metadiscourse is a tool to signal the progression of the ideas of the text. It saves the link between the sentences of the text. It guides the reader through the main function and purpose of the author, and most importantly the coherence of the text. There are different kinds of metadiscourse makers. These signals are the items that signal the progression (textual coherence of text). The following table will show some of them:


Types of Textual metadiscourse markers
Transitions/logical connectives: They link the ideas of the text. They express semantic relation between main clauses.
In addition, however, thus, moreover, and, but, therefore, thereby, so, similarly, equally, likewise, furthermore, in contrast, as a result, since, because, consequently, accordingly, on the other hand, on the contrary, besides, also…
Frame markers: signal the logical order of the article or selection. They explicitly refer to text stages.
First, second, finally, to conclude, to start with, firstly, secondly, third, thirdly, fourth, fourthly, fifty, fifthly, next, to begin, last, lastly, subsequently, two, three, four, five, six…
Code glosses: signal the explanation and illustration provided and help readers grasp meanings of ideational material.
For instance, for example, known as, such as , specifically, e.g., i.e., defined as, this means, namely, such as, put another way, known as, defined as, called, that is, that is to say, in other words, which means, in fact, viz….
Hedges: withhold writer‟s full commitment to statements. They are really important to know the writer‟s doubts about the text topic.
Perhaps, might, almost, apparently, doubt, approximately, maybe, believed, certain extent, could, appear to be, assume, essentially, estimate, frequently, generally, indicate, largely, likely, mainly, often, possible, relatively…
Boosters/emphatics: can show the writer emphasis on the information and certainty in message.
In fact, definitely, it is clear, true, actually, always, apparent, I believe, certainly, clearly, must, never, no doubt, beyond doubt, obvious, obviously, of course, prove, sure, undoubtedly, well known, should, by far…
Attitude markers: Express writer’s agreements and disagreements about the topic to providing enough argument about the topic.
Unfortunately, I agree, admittedly, amazingly, appropriately, correctly, curiously, disappointing, disagree, fortunately, hopefully, important, importantly, understandably, interestingly, prefer, pleased, must, ought, remarkable, surprisingly, unfortunately, unusually…
Endophoric markers: refer to information in other parts of the text.
See, noted, discussed below, discussed above, discussed later, section, chapter, figure, table, page, discussed earlier, discussed before, fig, example…
Person markers: indicate explicit reference to author(s).
I, we, me, my, our, mine…
Evidentials: refer to source of information from other texts.
Quote, established, said, points out, argues, claim, believe, suggests, found that, cite, according to, quote, show, proves, demonstrates, studies, research, literature, says, point to, prove, shows, cites…
7.3.Intentionality
Intentionality concerns the text producer's attitude and intentions as the text producer uses cohesion and coherence to attain a goal specified in a plan. Without cohesion and coherence, intended goals may not be achieved due to a breakdown of communication. However, depending on the conditions and situations in which the text is used, the goal may still be attained even when cohesion and coherence are not upheld (Betti, 2021f: 2; and Betti, and Hashim, 2021: 59).
"'Want I carry you on my back?'"
Even though cohesion is not maintained in this example, the text producer still succeeds in achieving the goal of finding out if the text receiver wanted a piggyback.
7.4.Acceptability
Acceptability concerns the text receiver's attitude that the text should constitute useful or relevant details or information worth accepting. Text type, the desirability of goals and the political and sociocultural setting, as well as cohesion and coherence, are important in influencing the acceptability of a text.
Text producers often speculate on the receiver's attitude of acceptability and present texts that maximize the probability that the receivers will respond as desired by the producers. For example, texts that are open to a wide range of interpretations, such as "Call us before you dig. You may not be able to afterwards" require more inferences
about the related consequences. This is more effective than an explicit version of the message that informs receivers the full consequences of digging without calling, because receivers are left with great uncertainty as to the consequences that could result; this plays to people's risk aversion (Betti, 2021g: 7; and Dehham, , Betti, and Hussein, 2021: 7). At the literal level, the sentence seems simple: it advises people to call a utility company before digging. However, the second part — “You may not be able to afterwards” — leaves out the explicit reason why. The message never states what will happen if you dig without calling. The reader must infer that the consequence might be severe, possibly injury, death, or destruction of property caused by hitting underground cables or gas lines.

7.5.Informativity
Informativity concerns the extent to which the contents of a text are already known or expected as compared to unknown or unexpected. No matter how expected or predictable content may be, a text will always be informative at least to a certain degree due to unforeseen variability. The processing of highly informative text demands greater cognitive ability but at the same time is more interesting. The level of informativity should not exceed a point such that the text becomes too complicated and communication is endangered. Conversely, the level of informativity should also not be so low that it results in boredom and the rejection of the text.
7.6.Situationality
Situationality concerns the factors which make a text relevant to a situation of occurrence. The situation in which a text is exchanged influences the comprehension of the text. There may be different interpretations with the road sign
SLOW
CARS
HELD UP
However, the most likely interpretation of the text is obvious because the situation in which the text is presented provides the context which influences how text receivers interpret the text. The group of receivers (motorists) who are required to provide a particular action will find it more reasonable to assume that "slow" requires them to slow down rather than referring to the speed of the cars that are ahead. Pedestrians can tell easily that the text is not directed towards them because varying their speeds is inconsequential and irrelevant to the situation. In this way, the situation decides the sense and use of the text (Betti, 2021h: 4).
Situationality can affect the means of cohesion; less cohesive text may be more appropriate than more cohesive text depending on the situation. If the road sign was "Motorists should reduce their speed and proceed slowly because the vehicles ahead are held up by road works, therefore proceeding at too high a speed may result in an accident', every possible doubt of intended receivers and intention would be removed. However, motorists only have a very short amount of time and attention to focus on and react to road signs. Therefore, in such a case, economical use of text is much more effective and appropriate than a fully cohesive text (Hashim, and Betti, 2020: 296) .
7.7.Intertextuality
Intertextuality concerns the factors which make the utilization of one text dependent upon knowledge of one or more previously encountered text. If a text receiver does not have prior knowledge of a relevant text, communication may break down because the understanding of the current text is obscured. Texts such as parodies, rebuttals, forums and classes in school, the text producer has to refer to prior texts while the text receivers have to have knowledge of the prior texts for communication to be efficient or even occur. In other text types such as puns, for example
"Time flies like an arrow; fruit flies like a banana', there is no need to refer to any other text (Betti, 2021y: 4).


 
Discourse analysis 
It interprets the meaning of an utterance by paying attention to the context, because the context determines the meaning of the utterance. Context includes linguistic context as well as ethnographic context. The linguistic context is in the form of a series of words that precede or follow, while the ethnographic context is a series of characteristics of the ethnographic factors that surround it, for example the cultural factors of the language user community. 
History of Discourse Analysis 
Historically, it was noted that until the early 1950s, the study of grammar was still sentence-centered. In 1952, a well-known linguist named Zellig S. Harris expressed his dissatisfaction with the grammar of sentences. According to him, there are still many linguistic problems that have not been touched by a scalpel called ‘sentence grammar’. He then wrote and published an article entitled “Discourse Analysis”. This essay was published in Language magazines Numbers 28:13 and 474-494. 
In his writings, Harris argues about the need to study language comprehensively, at least not to stop at the internal structural aspects. External aspects of language, which actually include contextual sentences, also need to be studied to obtain clear information. 
At the time, Harris’ statement was actually a bit contradictory. The flow of linguistics that developed in America at that time was the flow of Structuralism, the ideas of Bloomfield (1887-1949) and its followers (Dede Oetomo, 1993z6). 
The Bloomfieldians strictly separate the study of syntax from semantics and other things outside of sentences. Other linguists, such as Franz Boas (1858-1942) and Edward Sapir (1884-1939), who were also anthropologists, actually studied language in terms of cultural and social contexts. However, Bloomfiled with his influence which is deeply rooted in the flow of linguistic structuralism, continues to 21 
shine with his teaching, namely that the study of linguistics must examine the form and substance of language itself, not study others. 
That’s why, Harris’s call to get out of the confines of Bloomfiled and develop linguistic studies, did not get a meaningful response. Long before that, in 1935 in England, John Firth (1890-1960) had suggested that linguists try to study spoken language. In his opinion, “this is where we will find the key to a better and wider understanding of what is called language and how it works”. Firth’s proposal received a response with the birth of an analysis of the discourse on the “buying and selling” conversation conducted by Mitchell in the community in Cyrenaica. 
Efforts that are more or less in accordance with Harris’s recommendation are slightly different in terms of the object of study (oral vs. written conversation). In addition, Haris tends to be hesitant and hesitant when he wants to involve the social context in his analysis. 
Whereas Mitchell deliberately involved it (Dede Oetomo, 1993: 8), Since then, in Europe, especially France, discourse analysis working from structuralist semiotics has been born, from figures such as Bremond, Todorov, Metz, and many others. Meanwhile in America, a sociolinguistic approach has emerged which was pioneered by Dell Hymes, which among others examines the problems of conversation, communication, and forms of greeting, which will later develop into a broader discourse study.22 
This interest and result of sociolinguistic research continued in the 1960s. Research in the fields of phonology, morphology, syntax, semantics, and stylistic variations is increasingly opening up its contacts with social factors. This condition in turn encourages them to look at the field of discourse studies that seems to accommodate these problems. In those years. 
Other language studies emerged, such as the philosophy of language, and ethnography by Austin (1911-1960) and Searle, the field of communication ethnography by John Gumperz, and Dell Hymes: ethnomethodology, dialectology, or conversational analysis by Harvey and Erving: and not to mention, the study of psycholinguistics or psychology and artificial intelligence developed by Bartlett. Discourse analysis, as a discipline with a clear and explicit methodology, only really developed steadily in the early 1980s. Various books on the study of discourse were published in that decade, for example Stubbs (1983), Brown and Yule (1983), and the most comprehensive was the work of van Dijk (1985). 
The focus of discourse analysis also keeps expanding and is now permeating a variety of societal concerns, including gender differences, political discourse, women’s emancipation, and other topics that are hotly debated in today’s society. Understanding the nature of language, the process of language learning, and language behavior are advantages of engaging in discourse analysis activities. 
Understanding Discourse and Discourse Analysis 
In order to communicate in a social setting, discourse is a language unit above the sentence level. A string of sentences or utterances might serve as the unit of language. Oral or written discourse might be transactional or interactive. Discourse can be considered as a process of communication between the greeting and the speech opponent in verbal communication events, whereas in written communication, discourse is seen as the outcome of the greeter’s ideas being expressed. 
Discourse analysis is the academic field that analyses discourse. Studying or analyzing the language that is naturally used, whether in written and oral form, is called discourse analysis. 
Discourse Form Requirements 
The use of language can be in the form of a series of sentences or a series of utterances (although discourse can be in the form of a single sentence or utterance). Discourse in the form of a series of sentences or utterances must pay attention to certain principles, the principles of unity and coherence. A discourse is said to be complete if the sentences in the discourse support the topic being discussed, while a discourse is said to be coherent if the sentences are arranged in an orderly and systematic manner, thus showing the coherence of the ideas expressed.

Discourse Elements 
When we talk about discourse elements, we refer to the different parts that make up a piece of spoken or written discourse. These parts work together to convey meaning, structure, and communicative purpose. They are not random or isolated; they are arranged systematically and hierarchically—some elements carry more informational weight than others, and some are essential while others are optional.To understand how discourse elements function, we can think of them along two main dimensions: their information value and their necessity or presence.
1. Information Value
Every discourse has elements that vary in importance.Core elements are those that carry the main information. They express the central idea or message the speaker or writer wants to communicate. Without them, the discourse would lose its essential meaning. For example, in an academic article, the thesis statement or main argument represents the core element. In a conversation, the main statement or proposition fulfills this role.
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Extra-core elements, on the other hand, add supporting or secondary information. They help to clarify, expand, or exemplify the core content, but they are not indispensable. Examples include explanations, background details, or comments that add nuance. They make the discourse richer and more engaging, but the main meaning could still be understood without them. The relationship between core and extra-core elements reflects how information is prioritized. A well-organized discourse maintains balance: the core conveys essential meaning, while extra-core elements contribute to depth, coherence, and natural flow.
2. Presence or Necessity
Discourse elements can also be distinguished by whether they are necessary or optional for the communicative act.
Mandatory elements are those that must appear for the discourse to be considered complete or coherent. They perform essential grammatical and communicative roles. For instance, in a narrative, we need an orientation, a sequence of events, and an ending; in an essay, we require an introduction, a body, and a conclusion. These elements form the backbone of the text.

Optional elements, in contrast, may appear depending on context, purpose, or style. They enhance communication but are not required for understanding. In a conversation, a greeting or politeness marker like “Well,” or “Actually,” is optional—it contributes to tone and interpersonal meaning but not to the main message. In writing, transition signals or examples often play this optional role.

The distinction between mandatory and optional elements reflects how discourse adapts to communicative needs. A speaker or writer includes optional elements when they serve the audience, context, or purpose. 
Relationships Between Elements in Discourse 

There are various relationships between elements in discourse. Coordinative relationship is the relationship between elements that have an equal position. Subordinate relations are relations between elements whose positions are not the same. In this subordinate relationship there are elements of superiors and subordinates. Attribute relationships are relationships between core elements and attributes. Attribute relationships are related to subordinate relationships because attribute relationships also mean the relationship between superior and subordinate elements. 
Complementary relations are relations between elements that complement each other. In that relation, each element has an autonomous position in forming the text. In this type there are no elements of superiors and subordinates. 



