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W e present the new em piricalparam eter fc,the m ost probable usage frequency ofa word in a

language,com puted via thedistribution ofdocum entsoverfrequency x oftheword.Thisparam eter

allowsfor�ltering thecorelexicon ofa languagefrom thecontentwords,which tend tobeextrem ely

frequentin som e textswritten in speci�c genresorby certain authors.D istributionsofdocum ents

overfrequencies for such words display long tails as x > fc representing a bunch ofdocum ents in

which such wordsare used in abundance. Collections ofsuch docum entsexhibita percolation like

phasetransition asthecoarsegrain offrequency �f (
attening outthestrongly irregularfrequency

data series)approachesthe criticalvalue fc.

PACS num bers:89.70.+ c,05.40.-a,05.45.Tp,01.20.+ x

Studiesoflistsofwordsarranged in term softheirfre-

quenciesbelong to them ostim portantdom ainsofquan-

titative linguistics[1].Detection ofm ostfrequentwords

constituting the core lexicon ofa language isim portant

notonlyforforeignlanguagelearners,butalsoforvarious

practicalapplications,including text com pression (this

wasrecognized asearly asin [2]),speech recognition [3],

inform ation retrieval[4],etc. It is easy to order words

with respect to their m ean frequency ofuses,which is

typically m easured asthenum berofinstancesofa word

norm alized by the sam pleofonem illion words(ipm ,in-

stancesperm illion words);though the notion ofa word

should coverallword form s,likegoes,went,gone forgo.

However,the m ean frequency isnota su�cientselec-

tion criterion,because ofthe large relative dispersion of

theword frequencieswhich vary very m uch from onetext

to the next especially in am ple and diverse collections

ofdocum ents. Som e words (like prepositions) occur in

m any textswith predictablerates,others(like pronouns

orm entalverbs)are signi�cantly m ore frequentforcer-

tain writersorgenres,whilesom eare"contagious":these

words(such as proper nam es,technicalterm s,abbrevi-

ations,etc.) appearin justa few docum ents,butwhen

they appear,they areoften found in abundance[5].The

variabilityofratesofwordscanbecharacterizedin avari-

ety ofways,including thePoisson K -m ixtures[5].Itcan

bem easured by thecoe�cientofvariation (thestandard

deviation divided by the m ean),asin [6]. However,the

coe�cientofvariation asa m easureofrelativedispersion

isnotvery usefulwhen the averagefrequency iscloseto

zero,which occursquiteoften forthesem anticallyloaded

words. Another way to m easure the variability ofrates

for contagious words is to com pute the docum ent fre-

quency (orinverse docum entfrequency,[4])by counting

the num ber ofdocum ents the given word is m entioned

in,theburstiness param eterthatisthe m ean frequency,

exceptthatitignoresdocum entswith noinstancesofthe

word (see references in [5]),etc. As is evident,each of

these param eters does not capture m uch ofthe hetero-

geneousstructure ofword ratesseriesand none ofthem

providesany generalapproach to describeit.

In this paper,we approach the problem ofdetection

of contagious words and selection for the core lexicon

of a language from a probabilistic point of view. In

accordance to it, the frequency x of a word (counted

as the num ber of its instances per m illion words ob-

served in any docum ent ofa given language) is a ran-

dom positive variable distributed with som e (unknown)

probability density function �(x).Strongly irregularfre-

quency data series can be 
attened out by introducing

thefrequency coarsegrain �f:Thestatisticsofany word

w can be characterized by the num ber of docum ents

N w (n;�f) = N [(n � 1)�f < x � n�f]for which the

rateofthe word w dropsinto the n� th frequency inter-

valforvarious�f.

W e have found that for any coarse grain �f the dis-

tributionsofdocum entsN w (n;�f)overn aretheasym -

m etric curveshaving one m axim um fc thatis the m ost

probable frequency at which the word w would appear

in a random ly chosen docum entwritten in thegiven lan-

guage.Thevalueoffc isindependentofgenres,authors,

and topicsofdocum entsand is an intrinsic characteris-

tic ofthe word in a contem porary language. O bviously,

fc varies as the language evolves approaching zero as

the word becom es obsolete. For the frequencies x close

to the distribution m axim um fc,distributions ofdocu-

m ents N w over n are bellshaped,but have anom alous

tails as jx � fcjis large enough. W e can estim ate the

m ostprobable frequenciesfc ofwordsindependently by

two m ethods:�rst,from the distributionsofdocum ents

N w (n;�f) as �f ! 1 and,second,from the distribu-

tionsofauthorsusing the sam e word in theirtexts.For

any word,both m ethodsgaveidenticalvaluesoffc.

The m ost probable frequency fc helps to detect the

content words and to select words for the core lexicon

ofa language. Com m on wordswhich appearuniform ly
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in m ost docum ents (like prepositions,conjunctions,re-

lationalverbs,som e size adjectives,etc.) have usually

relatively high m ean rates �f (ipm ),and fc � �f. They

obviously belong to the corelexicon ofa language.

The use ofsem antically loaded words depends essen-

tially on authors,genres,and topics. Despite they are

notfound in a bunch ofdocum ents,theirm ean rates �f

arestillvery high becauseoftheirexcessivepopularity in

certain collectionsoftexts,buttheirm ostprobablerates

get down fc � �f indicating the presence oflong tails

in distributionsofdocum entsN w overn asn > fc=�f:

Eventually,forcontagiouswordsfound in abundance in

justa few docum ents,the distributionsN w overn have

long tails,howevertheirm ean rates �f arevery low since

x = 0 foralm ostalltexts,and fc � �f oreven fc >
�f:

O urstudy ofword ratesisbased on thereferencecor-

pusofRussian [7],which includesm orethan 4� 107 words

in 1566texts,which arebalancedintheircoverageofvari-

ousgenres:�ction,newspapers,variousinform ativetexts

originally written in Russian from 1980 to 2002. Unlike

earliercorpora (ofabout1 m illion words),referencecor-

pora ofthissizearecloseto saturation,nam ely,any col-

lection ofnew docum ents added to the corpusdoesnot

cause statistically signi�cant changes to the frequency

and patternsofusesofitswords.

The corpus inform s us about the list of5000 words

m ostfrequentlyused in m odern Russian [8].Thestudyof

fc showsthatforabout60% ofthem theirm ostprobable

frequencies is fc � 50 ipm ,and just 2.51% have fc �

600 ipm . Am ong the words having typically very high

m ostprobablefrequencies,onecan m ention conjunctions

and prepositions, pronouns and relationalverbs, som e

m otion verbs, and size adjectives. The proper nouns,

acronym s,technicalterm sand othersem antically loaded

wordstypically havecom parably sm allvaluesoffc.

Docum ent counts in the n� th frequency intervalob-

viously decrease with n as n > fc=�f. W e have found

thatitdecaysexponentiallywith n forrathersm allcoarse

grains�f � f c;

N w (n;�f)/ exp

�

�
n �f � fc

�w

�

; �f � f c; (1)

where �w playsthe role ofa "correlation length" ofthe

word w and divergesasthescale�f approachesthecriti-

calvaluefc as�w / jfc � �fj
� � w

with thepositiveindex

�w which iscloseto unity forthem ajority ofwords(see

thedata ofTableI).Theparam eter�w caststhecharac-

teristicexcessofthe word frequency x overfc.

W e haveobserved thatthe valuesof�w forwordsbe-

longing to the sam e sem antic group (such as relational

verbs,m otion verbs,perception verbs,som e size adjec-

tives,pronouns,conjunctions,and prepositions)arevery

close even ifother values ofem piricalparam eters m ea-

suring the variability oftheirratesareratherdiverse.

Forlargerscales�f � fc;forthe frequency intervals

with n > fc=�f,the distributionsN w arescalefree,

N w (n;�f)/ (n �f � f c)
� �w ; (2)

FIG .1: The distribution ofdocum entsoverthe frequencies

(instancesperm illion words)fortherelationalverb ’im etj’(to

have).The m ostprobable frequency forthisverb isfc = 640

instancesperm illion words,thecoarsegrain istaken as�f =

50.Thedistribution hasan exponentialtail.Statisticson the

4�107 words,1566 textswritten in Russian from 1980 to2002.

where the index �w > 1 (see the data ofTable I). The

FIG .2: The distribution ofdocum entsoverthe frequencies

(instancesperm illion words)fortherelationalverb ’im etj’(to

have) has a power law decaying tailwith the exponent � =

3:43 when the coarse grain �f is taken close to f c = 640.

Statisticson the 4�107 words,1566 textswritten in Russian

from 1980 to 2002.

data ofTableIshow thatthevalueof�w growsup with

fc alm ostlinearly (thecoe�cientoflinearcorrelation be-

tween fc and �w in TableIis0.93).Forthesupercritical

phase �f � f c;the tailofthe probability distribution

N w form sa stretched exponential.
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TABLE I:Em piricalparam etersm easuring the variability ofrates:the m ean frequency �f (ipm ),the num berofdocum entsin

which theword isused,thestandard deviation offrequencies�f,thecoe�cientofvariance �f= �f,them ostprobablefrequency

fc (ipm ),the powerexponents�w and �w .Statisticson the 4�107 words,1566 textswritten in Russian from 1980 to 2002.

G roup lem m a �f No.oftexts �f �f=�f fc �w �w

Relational im etj(to have) 715.38 1347 717.21 1.00 640 1.089 3.433

verbs bytj(to be) 10635.78 1555 4481.04 0.43 9390 1.108 5.438

M otion idti(to go) 1029.18 1422 880.59 0.86 900 0.956 3.536

verbs ehatj(to ride,to travel) 221.36 914 448.66 2.03 128 0.869 2.149

Perception sm otretj(to look at) 817.28 1284 930.40 1.14 540 1.201 2.574

verbs slishatj(to hear) 306.46 1081 370.51 1.21 220 1.361 3.249

Size bolshoy (large) 1602.30 1487 908.81 0.57 1600 0.978 5.006

adjectives m alenjkii(sm all) 386.17 1173 482.61 1.25 300 0.915 2.828

visokii(high) 307.33 1176 404.18 1.32 300 1.116 3.016

niskii(low ) 73.01 602 172.55 2.36 60 0.824 2.043

Prepositions v (in) 28450.99 1566 8625.48 0.30 25200 1.346 11.392

Conjunctions i(and) 35196.38 1566 9620.76 0.27 32000 0.947 11.648

Pronouns on (he) 17804.82 1554 10537.47 0.59 10400 0.952 5.078

ona (she) 6651.45 1530 6118.02 0.92 3300 0.900 3.006

Abstract vrem ya (tim e) 1830.26 1489 1167.38 0.64 1800 1.148 6.331

nouns spravedlivostj(justice) 41.91 368 158.17 3.77 24 0.591 1.762

References stol(table) 512.40 1147 629.38 1.23 300 1.222 2.889

to objects dom (house) 1030.96 1351 1088.64 1.06 750 0.867 3.242

References professor 179.23 502 939.73 5.24 40 0.636 1.423

to people intelligentsia 62.64 284 1334.78 21.31 18 0.973 1.021

Contagious KG B 28.87 207 151.82 5.26 48 1.011 1.034

words Internet 23.86 133 161.61 6.77 30 0.990 1.072

Let us note that the asym ptotic behaviors (1) and

(2) are typicalfor the subcriticalphase and the critical

regim eofpercolationsystem s[9].Herewith,�f playsthe

role ofthe orderparam eter,and fc is its criticalvalue.

A percolation-likephasetransition observed with respect

to a word in the collections ofdocum ents in which the

frequency x ofthisword exceedsitsm ostprobable rate

fc givesusan evidence ofexistence ofthe genresoflit-

erature. Content words are ofparticular interest since

theirusagefeaturesusually thecontentofa text,so that

the corpus oftexts in which such wordspile up can be

interpreted as the literature genre possessing a special

lexicon.

In thisbriefreportwe havestudied the em piricaldis-

tributionsofdocum entsoverthe frequenciesofRussian

words com puted on the linguistic corpus of1566 texts

(of4� 107 words). The approach to the word frequency

analysiswhich wehaveproposed isvery generaland can

be applied forany otherhum an (orarti�cial)language.

W ehaveintroduced thenew em piricalparam eterfc;the

m ost probable usage frequency ofa word in a contem -

porary language. The value offc isindependenton au-

thors,genres,and topics,butobviously variesin tim eas

the language evolves. The m ost probable frequency of

a word could be usefulin studies devoted to the evolu-

tion oflanguages.Thisparam eterhelpsusto handlethe

heterogeneousstructureofword rateseriesand to deter-

m ine whetherthey representcore lexicon.Distributions

ofdocum entsoverfrequenciesforthesem anticallyloaded

wordswhich arefound in abundancein a few docum ents

have rem arkably long tails. The typicalexcess of the

word rateoverfc which playsthe role ofthe correlation

length in (1)can beused in theautom aticrecognition of

gram m aticalfunctionsofwordsin a language.W e have

shown that the collections of docum ents accum ulating

contentwordsexhibita percolation likephasetransition

uprising the certain genres ofliterature appropriate of

specialized lexiconsorterm inologies.
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from the BiBoS Research Center (Bielefeld University)
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