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Abstract

The presentation aims to consider the nature of keyness in theoretical terms in connection with corpus-based and text linguistics. In order to reach theoretically-interesting conclusions for this still insufficiently grounded topic, a series of KW studies will be reported on, illustrating the concepts by reference to a text assumed to be familiar, Shakespeare’s Romeo and Juliet. What are the KWs of the play? What sort of words are they? Do nouns (proper or common) play a disproportionate role? Are there any which might not be expected to be called “key”? What difference would it make if we chose alternative reference corpora to help identify the KWs? How are the KWs distributed within the scenes and acts of play itself? What is the quality of co-keyness they share – in other words, what does it mean to consider and identify KW-linkages? Is this affected by the scope of the linkage (a few words either side of the KW node or further)?
Romeo and Juliet KWs
AH

ART

BACK

BANISHED

BENVOLIO

CAPULET

CAPULETS

CAPULET'S

CELL

CHURCHYARD

COUNTY

DEAD

DEATH

EARLY

FRIAR

JULIET

JULIET'S

KINSMAN

LADY

LAWRENCE

LIGHT

LIPS

LOVE

MANTUA

MARRIED

MERCUTIO

MONTAGUE

MONUMENT

NIGHT

NURSE

O

PARIS

POISON

ROMEO

ROMEO'S

SHE

SLAIN

THEE

THOU

THURSDAY

THY

TORCH

TYBALT

TYBALT'S

VAULT

VERONA

WATCH

WILT

1. KWs of Romeo and Juliet v. all Shakespeare plays

Exclamations in Romeo
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2. “O” exclamations in Romeo and Juliet, by character
	Character
	Words
	O
	%
	Ah
	%
	O+Ah
	%

	Male

	Romeo
	4713
	35
	0.74
	4
	0.08
	39
	0.83

	Friar Lawrence
	2774
	10
	0.36
	2
	0.07
	12
	0.43

	Mercutio
	2112
	8
	0.38
	3
	0.14
	11
	0.52

	Capulet
	2179
	7
	0.32
	3
	0.14
	10
	0.46

	Peter
	248
	5
	2.02
	0
	0.00
	5
	2.02

	Paris
	542
	4
	0.74
	0
	0.00
	4
	0.74

	Benvolio
	1172
	2
	0.17
	0
	0.00
	2
	0.17

	Montague
	319
	1
	0.31
	0
	0.00
	1
	0.31

	Balthasar
	233
	1
	0.43
	0
	0.00
	1
	0.43

	Page
	35
	1
	2.86
	0
	0.00
	1
	2.86

	Total Male:
	14327
	74
	0.52
	12
	0.08
	86
	0.60

	Female

	Juliet
	4343
	38
	0.87
	3
	0.07
	41
	0.94

	Nurse
	2231
	26
	1.17
	6
	0.27
	32
	1.43

	Lady Capulet
	874
	9
	1.03
	0
	0.00
	9
	1.03

	Lady Montague
	19
	1
	5.26
	0
	0.00
	1
	5.26

	Total Female:
	7467
	74
	0.99
	9
	0.12
	83
	1.11


3. “O” and “Ah” exclamations in Romeo and Juliet as percentage of character’s speech
Different Reference Corpora

Using a) the tragedies alone, b) the Complete Works including poetry, c) the BNC we get a core of 26 KWs.
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4. KWs of Romeo and Juliet common to various reference corpora

	Gain
	Loss

	Complete works of Shakespeare

	IS, PETER 
	BACK, LIPS, THEE THY.

	Tragedies

	DAY, FRIAR, PETER
	AH, ART, BACK, CAPULETS, CAPULET’S, CHURCHYARD, JULIET’S, KINSMAN, LIGHT, LIPS, MARRIED, MONUMENT, POISON, SLAIN, THEE, THY, TORCH, TYBALT’S, VAULT, WATCH

	BNC

	THY,THEE,MY,HATH,ME,DOTH,I, ENTER,EXEUNT,SHALL,TIS, 
HAST,AY,EXIT,I'LL,MORROW, DOST,ART,SIR,SWEET,NAY, COME,ERE,FAIR,HEAVEN,MADAM, CAPULET'S, SERVANT,
SLAIN,ALACK,FAREWELL (ETC.)
	


5. Gain & Loss with 3 different Reference Corpora
Spread
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6. KW Plot of Romeo and Juliet — global
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7. KW Plot of BNC text A8H — local

Links between KWs
	Key word
	Links
	Hits
	10 Most-Linked Kws

	ROMEO
	36
	128
	Benvolio,Juliet,banished,night,Tybalt,art,dead,O, thou,is

	TYBALT
	23
	53
	Capulet,dead,kinsman,art,O,Mercutio,slain,is, thou,Romeo

	JULIET
	30
	57
	she,O,lady,thou,thee,thy,dead,Romeo,nurse,is

	CAPULET
	16
	40
	thee,friar,Tybalt,Juliet,Montague,is,Paris, Capulet's,nurse,lady

	NURSE
	18
	56
	thy,she,Peter,thee,is,Juliet,Capulet,thou,lady,O

	NIGHT
	19
	83
	light,torch,O,she,thy,thee,love,Romeo,thou,is

	MERCUTIO
	13
	20
	she,O,kinsman,is,thy,thou,lady,Romeo,Tybalt, Benvolio

	PARIS
	25
	36
	Thursday,married,Lawrence,friar,love,is,Romeo, dead,Capulet,County

	LOVE
	21
	140
	Paris,lady,death,night,she,thee,thou,is,O,thy

	MONTAGUE
	15
	26
	thee,Benvolio,O,thy,art,lady,Romeo,thou,Capulet,is

	THOU
	33
	276
	death,night,O,love,is,Romeo,thee,wilt,thy,art

	FRIAR
	20
	38
	Romeo,nurse,Capulet,lady,Mantua,Paris,O,is,cell,Lawrence

	ROMEO'S
	16
	16
	she,dead,banished,Romeo,thou,friar,Tybalt's, watch,O,is

	O
	37
	157
	Juliet,friar,she,nurse,thee,thy,Romeo,thou,love,is


8. KW Links (Romeo and Juliet) - span=5
Wide- and Narrow-span Linkages
	Key word
	10 Most-Linked KWs

	ROMEO
	death,night,Tybalt,lady,love,thee,O,thy,thou,is

	TYBALT
	dead,Benvolio,death,art,thee,thy,O,Romeo,is,thou

	JULIET
	dead,she,love,thy,Romeo,Paris,O,thou,thee,is

	CAPULET
	love,ah,friar,Tybalt,Romeo,thy,thou,lady,O,is

	NURSE
	Juliet,Romeo,light,she,Peter,O,thou,thee,night,is

	NIGHT
	O,wilt,nurse,she,thy,Romeo,thee,love,thou,is

	MERCUTIO
	O,thou,Tybalt,is

	PARIS
	night,nurse,thou,O,County,she,death,Juliet,is

	LOVE
	Juliet,art,Romeo,she,night,O,thee,thy,thou,is

	MONTAGUE
	dead,Romeo,thee,love,night,thou,is,O

	THOU
	Tybalt,death,night,Romeo,art,O,love,thee,thy,is

	FRIAR
	thee,Capulet,thy,poison,night,cell,Romeo,thou, is,O

	ROMEO'S
	thou,O,is

	O
	Montague,lady,Romeo,death,she,thy,thee,love, thou,is


9. KW Links with span 15-25 words left & right. (bold = same as in table above)
Associates

	Humanities
	Politics, Law, Education
	Technology & Engineering

	“CENTURY”
	“COURT”
	“SYSTEMS”

	Non-Academic
	Academic
	Non-Academic
	Academic
	Non-Academic
	Academic

	50/111
	39/87
	13/93
	111/186
	119/123
	13/23

	CHURCH
	EARLY
	RESIGNED
	APPEAL
	IBM
	REQUIRED

	WERE
	WERE
	DECLARED
	JUDGMENT
	COMPUTER
	USING

	BY
	RELIGIOUS
	PALESTINIAN
	ACT
	TECHNOLOGY
	SYSTEM

	NINETEENTH
	PERIOD
	PARLIAMENT
	CASE
	BASED
	EACH

	WILLIAM
	BY
	VOTED
	V
	CORP
	APPROACH

	BECAME
	BETWEEN
	RESIGNATION
	SECTION
	SOFTWARE
	EXAMPLE

	GREAT
	MILITARY
	OFFICIALS
	C
	COMPANY
	LEVEL

	CENTURIES
	WAR
	AMERICAS
	L
	INC
	SUCH

	MEDIEVAL
	TRADITION
	DEPUTIES
	PROCEEDINGS
	USERS
	INFORMATION

	ROMAN
	REIGN
	REPORTEDLY
	R
	SERVER
	TECHNIQUES

	WAS
	WHICH
	REFERENDUM
	UNDER
	SYSTEM
	COMPONENTS

	REIGN
	POLITICAL
	DEPUTY
	B
	SAYS
	STORED

	JOHN
	EVIDENCE
	SECRETARY
	ORDER
	APPLICATIONS
	NUMBER

	LATER
	WAS
	YELTSIN
	WHETHER
	NETWORK
	ANALYSIS

	ANCIENT
	LANDS
	ISRAELI
	J
	MICROSOFT
	PROCESSING

	EIGHTEENTH
	ENGLISH
	MINISTERS
	JUDGE
	CORP'S
	CURRENT

	BUILDINGS
	II
	PACIFIC
	COURTS
	HEWLETT
	PROCESS

	EARLY
	IN
	PRIVATIZATION
	DEFENDANT
	PRODUCTS
	POSSIBLE

	IN
	IMPERIAL
	ASIA
	LAW
	UNIX
	DATA

	OF
	CENTURIES
	IRANIAN
	ANY
	PACKARD
	E

	THOMAS
	SOURCES
	CHINA
	E
	LTD
	COMPUTER

	KING
	OF
	MULTIPARTY
	LORD
	ITS
	STRUCTURES

	ST
	EMPIRE
	LEADERS
	CIRCUMSTANCES
	INC'S
	TYPES

	BUILT
	HIS
	FORCE
	LTD
	OPERATING
	REPRESENTATION

	SEVENTEENTH
	KING
	CONSTITUTIONAL
	LORDS
	DATA
	SHOWS


10. Associates in BNC academic and non-academic texts
	Category
	Frequency as KW types
	% of types
	Freq as KW tokens
	% of KW tokens
	Frequency in word-list as types >= 3
	% of types
	Freq as tokens
	% of tokens

	noun
	10691
	47.94
	1780663
	23.38
	25234
	40.03
	3894819
	19.59

	determiner
	44
	0.20
	967025
	12.70
	59
	0.09
	2785962
	14.01

	preposition
	98
	0.44
	854369
	11.22
	133
	0.21
	2633877
	13.25

	pronoun
	71
	0.32
	797694
	10.47
	87
	0.14
	1369518
	6.89

	verb
	2707
	12.14
	474855
	6.23
	8155
	12.94
	1776994
	8.94

	verb BE
	25
	0.11
	472891
	6.21
	33
	0.05
	982447
	4.94

	adjective
	3001
	13.46
	408134
	5.36
	8725
	13.84
	1258228
	6.33

	proper noun
	4766
	21.37
	398730
	5.23
	18721
	29.70
	720214
	3.62

	conjunction
	38
	0.17
	383136
	5.03
	53
	0.08
	1327326
	6.68

	adverb
	600
	2.69
	311646
	4.09
	1447
	2.30
	1230458
	6.19

	possessive s
	11
	0.05
	189461
	2.49
	12
	0.02
	343027
	1.73

	verb HAVE
	11
	0.05
	137627
	1.81
	17
	0.03
	312709
	1.57

	modal 
	23
	0.10
	126067
	1.66
	28
	0.04
	321011
	1.61

	infinitive TO
	5
	0.02
	102423
	1.34
	5
	0.01
	388089
	1.95

	interjection
	66
	0.30
	70821
	0.93
	121
	0.19
	85878
	0.43

	cardinal numeral
	78
	0.35
	54133
	0.71
	120
	0.19
	191262
	0.96

	verb DO
	10
	0.04
	35879
	0.47
	12
	0.02
	94195
	0.47

	alphabetical symbol
	28
	0.13
	19526
	0.26
	39
	0.06
	33536
	0.17

	ordinal number
	24
	0.11
	17335
	0.23
	30
	0.05
	72026
	0.36

	existential THERE
	5
	0.02
	14443
	0.19
	7
	0.01
	59414
	0.30

	Total
	22,302
	
	7,616,858
	
	63,038
	
	19,880,990
	


11. KWs and Part of Speech)

	interjection
	2.2 times as likely

	pronoun
	1.5

	alphabetical symbol
	1.5

	proper noun
	1.4

	possessive –s
	1.4

	verb BE
	1.3

	noun
	1.2


12. Parts of Speech most likely to become key
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