






Skip to main content


Accessibility help




We use cookies to distinguish you from other users and to provide you with a better experience on our websites. Close this message to accept cookies or find out how to manage your cookie settings.







[image: Close cookie message]











Login Alert













Cancel


Log in




×























×



















[image: alt]









	
	
[image: Cambridge Core Home]
Home



	Log in
	Register
	Browse subjects
	Publications
	Open research
	Services
	About Cambridge Core
	

Cart





	

Cart


	
	


	
Institution login

	
	Register
	Log in
	
	

Cart













 





[image: Cambridge Core Home]
Home













 




















	
	
[image: Cambridge Core Home]
Home



	Log in
	Register
	Browse subjects
	Publications
	Open research
	Services
	About Cambridge Core
	

Cart





	

Cart


	
	


	
Institution login

	
	Register
	Log in
	
	

Cart













 



 

















Hostname: page-component-6b989bf9dc-cvxtj
Total loading time: 0
Render date: 2024-04-09T12:59:49.325Z
Has data issue: false
hasContentIssue false

  	Home 
	>Journals 
	>Language Variation and Change 
	>Volume 30 Issue 3 
	>Mapping out particle placement in Englishes around...



 	English
	
Français






   [image: alt] Language Variation and Change
  

  Article contents
 	Abstract
	Footnotes
	References




  Mapping out particle placement in Englishes around the world: A study in comparative sociolinguistic analysis
      
Published online by Cambridge University Press: 
09 January 2019

    Jason Grafmiller    and
Benedikt Szmrecsanyi   
 
 
 [image: alt] 
 



Show author details
 

 
 
	Jason Grafmiller
	Affiliation: University of Birmingham




	Benedikt Szmrecsanyi
	Affiliation: KU Leuven




  


    	Article

	Metrics




 Article contents    	Abstract
	Footnotes
	References


 Get access  [image: alt] Share  

 [image: alt] 

 [image: alt] Cite  [image: alt]Rights & Permissions
 [Opens in a new window]
 

 
  Abstract
  This study explores variability in particle placement across nine varieties of English around the globe, utilizing data from the International Corpus of English and the Global Corpus of Web-based English. We introduce a quantitative approach for comparative sociolinguistics that integrates linguistic distance metrics and predictive modeling, and use these methods to examine the development of regional patterns in grammatical constraints on particle placement in World Englishes. We find a high degree of uniformity among the conditioning factors influencing particle placement in native varieties (e.g., British, Canadian, and New Zealand English), while English as a second language varieties (e.g., Indian and Singaporean English) exhibit a high degree of dissimilarity with the native varieties and with each other. We attribute the greater heterogeneity among second language varieties to the interaction between general L2 acquisition processes and the varying sociolinguistic contexts of the individual regions. We argue that the similarities in constraint effects represent compelling evidence for the existence of a shared variable grammar and variation among grammatical systems is more appropriately analyzed and interpreted as a continuum rather than multiple distinct grammars.
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