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ABSTRACT 
 

Budiati, Riska Ayu Rasyidah. 2016. Lexical Cohesion Found in Thesis 

Abstracts written by Students Academic Year 2011 of Study Program of 

English Universitas Brawijaya. Study Program of English, Department of 

Languages and Literature, Faculty of Cultural Studies, Universitas Brawijaya. 

Supervisor: Istiqomah Wulandari. 

 

Key Words: Cohesion, cohesive devices, lexical cohesion, thesis abstract 

 

 Lexical cohesion is one of cohesion devices which helps to create 

interconnectedness of the text. The main point of lexical cohesion is about 

vocabulary choices. One kind of the text which uses lexical cohesion to create 

cohesiveness is thesis abstract. This study was conducted to find out the types of 

lexical cohesion in thesis abstracts written by students of academic year 2011 of 

English study program of Universitas Brawijaya and the dominant type of lexical 

cohesion in the thesis abstract. 

 This study uses qualitative approach to describe the analysis of the lexical 

cohesion found in the thesis abstracts. This study also uses document analysis 

since the data were taken from the text or document in the thesis abstract. The 

data sources in this thesis are 10 thesis abstracts written by students of academic 

year 2011 especially linguistic major. To anlyze the data, this research uses six 

types of lexical cohesion by Renkema’s (2004) theory and one type of lexical 

cohesion by Sumarlam’s (2008) theory. 

 Based on the result of the analysis, this study reveals that students of 

academic year 2011 do not use all types of lexical cohesion in each thesis abstract. 

However, the researcher finds out all the types of lexical cohesion regarding 10 

thesis abstracts which are repetition, synonymy, hyponymy, antonymy, 

meronymy, collocation, and equivalency. Lexical cohesion is used to make the 

thesis abstract more cohesive so the readers can easily understand what the writer 

means. In regard to lexical cohesion, the most frequently used type is repetition 

(64%). To conclude, repetition is frequent used because repeating the same word 

or phrase is the easiest way to relate a sentence to another. In this case, repetition 

is frequent used to emphasize the key words of thesis abstract. So, the use of 

lexical cohesion is important to help the writer creating cohesiveness in writing. 

It is suggested to the students of English study program to learn more 

about the use of lexical cohesion. Furthermore, the next researchers can use other 

objects such as news article, script drama, journal, etc in English or in Bahasa 

Indonesia. 
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ABSTRAK 

 

Budiati, Riska Ayu Rasyidah. 2016. Kohesi Leksikal yang Ditemukan di Abstrak 

Skripsi yang ditulis oleh Mahasiswa Tahun Akademik 2011 dari Program Studi 

Bahasa Inggris Universitas Brawijaya. Program Studi Bahasa Inggris, Jurusan 

Bahasa dan Sastra, Fakultas Ilmu Budaya, Universitas Brawijaya. Pembimbing: 

Istiqomah Wulandari. 

 

 Kohesi leksikal adalah salah satu perangkat kohesi yang membantu untuk 

menciptakan keterkaitan teks. Hal utama dari kohesi leksikal adalah tentang 

pilihan kosakata. Salah satu jenis teks yang menggunakan kohesi leksikal untuk 

membuat kesinambungan antar kalimat adalah abstrak skripsi. Penelitian ini 

dilakukan untuk menemukan jenis-jenis kohesi leksikal di abstrak skripsi yang 

ditulis oleh mahasiswa tahun akademik 2011 program studi bahasa Inggris dari 

Universitas Brawijaya dan tipe kohesi leksikal yang paling dominan dalam 

abstrak skripsi. 

 Penelitian ini menggunakan pendekatan kualitatif untuk menggambarkan 

analisis kohesi leksikal yang ditemukan di abstrak skripsi. Penelitian ini juga 

menggunakan analisis dokumen karena data diambil dari teks atau dokumen 

abstrak skripsi. Sumber data dalam penelitian ini adalah 10 abstrak skripsi yang 

ditulis oleh mahasiswa tahun akademik 2011 terutama konsentrasi linguistik. 

Untuk menganalisa data, penelitian ini menggunakan enam jenis kohesi leksikal 

oleh teori Renkema (2004) dan satu jenis kohesi leksikal oleh teori Sumarlam 

(2008). 

 Berdasarkan hasil analisis, penelitian ini mengungkapkan bahwa siswa 

dari tahun akademik 2011 tidak menggunakan semua jenis kohesi leksikal di 

setiap abstrak skripsi. Namun, peneliti menemukan semua jenis kohesi leksikal 

pada 10 abstrak skripsi yaitu pengulangan, sinonim, hiponim, antonim, meronim, 

kolokasi, dan kesetaraan. Kohesi leksikal digunakan untuk membuat tesis abstrak 

lebih kohesif sehingga pembaca dapat dengan mudah memahami apa yang penulis 

maksud. Dalam kaitan dengan kohesi leksikal, jenis yang paling sering digunakan 

adalah pengulangan (64%). Kesimpulannya, pengulangan sering digunakan 

karena mengulangi kata atau frase yang sama adalah cara termudah untuk 

menghubungkan  satu kalimat dengan kalimat yang lain. Dalam hal ini, 

pengulangan sering digunakan untuk menekankan kata-kata kunci dari abstrak 

skripsi. Jadi, penggunaan kohesi leksikal penting untuk membantu penulis 

menciptakan kesinambungan dalam menulis. 

 Disarankan kepada mahasiswa program studi bahasa Inggris untuk 

mempelajari lebih lanjut tentang penggunaan kohesi leksikal. Selanjutnya, para 

peneliti selanjutnya dapat menggunakan objek lain seperti artikel berita, naskah 

drama, jurnal, dll dalam bahasa Inggris atau dalam Bahasa Indonesia 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

 

This chapter presents background of the study, problems of the study, 

objectives of the study, and definition of key terms. 

1.1 Background of the Study  

People use language to deliver their feeling or idea in communicating with 

each other. In a communication, there is a discourse between a writer and a reader 

or a speaker and a hearer. Renkema (2004) claims that the important thing in 

discourse is the fact that the sentences or utterances are linked together to create 

cohesion. The main point of discourse is not grammar accuracy, but more on the 

interconnectedness. It means that in a discourse, the important thing is not only 

the grammatical but also the lexical choices to make relation between each 

sentence.   

Discourse can be understood as the unity in spoken or written language. In 

the spoken discourse, the discourse interconnects the utterances from the speaker 

and hearer. On the other hand, in the written discourse, the discourse builds the 

unity or interconnectedness among sentences within a written text. One way to 

make this communication in speaking or writing effectively delivered is by using 

cohesive devices to create cohesion. Renkema (2004) argues that cohesion refers 

to semantic or meaning relation that exists between two or more elements within a 

text.  According to Halliday and Hasan (1976: p.10), “Cohesion refers to the range 

of possibilities that exist for linking something with what has gone before.” For 
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example, we can use a kind of lexical cohesion such as repetition: So tell me about 

that story. That story makes me cry.  A speaker or a writer uses repetition to repeat 

or rewrite the same word as has been mentioned before to make cohesion. 

Without cohesion the sentence system cannot be effectively activated all. 

According to Renkema (1993) cohesion can be divided into two types: 

grammatical and lexical cohesion. The former consists of reference, ellipsis, 

conjunction, and substitution. Meanwhile, the latter consists of repetition, 

synonymy, hyponymy, meronymy, and antonymy. In similar way, Sumarlam 

(2008) divides lexical cohesion into repetition, synonymy, hyponymy, antonymy, 

collocation, and equivalency.  

Lexical Cohesion is a group of words which is lexically cohesive when all 

of the words are semantically related (Halliday and Hasan, 1976). Lexical 

cohesion can also form relational patterns in text in a way that links sentences to 

create an overall feature of coherence with the audience. The understanding of 

how the content of sentences is linked helps to identify the central information in 

text by means of a possible summary. This allows judgments on what the text is 

about. Choyimah (2012, p.14) describes lexical cohesion as “connection among 

sentences could be built through the word or lexical choices”. It means lexical 

cohesion deals with connections based on the words that are used in the sentence. 

Lexical cohesion also has a great role in writing a good text because without 

lexical cohesion the messages in a text will not be conveyed well. 

In this present study, the researcher limits the analysis in scope of cohesive 

devices in terms of the use of lexical cohesion. The researcher chooses lexical 
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cohesion rather than grammatical cohesion because the researcher wants to 

analyze the vocabulary selection on the text rather than to analyze the 

grammatical one. The researcher will know whether the sentences of the text are 

interconnected or not by analyzing lexical cohesion.  

From the functions of lexical cohesion above, the researcher wants to 

analyze the text of thesis abstract written by students of academic year 2011 in 

linguistics major, Study Program of English Universitas Brawijaya. The reason 

why the researcher chooses students of academic years 2011 especially linguistics 

major is because they have taken discourse analysis course in previous semester, 

so they should have more knowledge about cohesion devices especially lexical 

cohesion. They are also expected to have good ability to write their thesis abstract.  

Finally, by conducting this study, the researcher hopes that this study will 

be useful for students of English Study Program to obtain practical way of 

understanding and evaluating the structure of written in text of a thesis abstracts. 

Then, this study also useful for the researcher because by doing this research, the 

researcher can get more knowledge and understanding about cohesion devices 

especially lexical cohesion.  
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1.2 Problem of the Study 

Based on the background of the study, the problem of this study can be 

formulated as follows:  

1. What are the lexical cohesion categories found in the thesis abstracts 

written by students of academic year 2011 of English study program of 

Universitas Brawijaya?  

2. What is the dominant type of lexical cohesions found in the thesis 

abstracts written by students of academic year 2011 of English study 

program of Universitas Brawijaya?  

 

1.3 Objective of the Study  

Based on the problem statement above, the objective of the study are:  

1. To find out the lexical cohesion categories in the thesis abstracts written 

by students of academic year 2011 of English study program of 

Universitas Brawijaya.  

2. To find out the dominant type of lexical cohesions found in the thesis 

abstracts written by students of academic year 2011 of English study 

program of Universitas Brawijaya. 
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1.4 Definition of the Key Terms 

 Discourse Analysis : The study of how forms of language are used in 

communication (Brown and Yule, 1996) 

 Cohesion  : the connection that results when the interpretation 

of a textual element is dependent on another element 

in the text (Renkema:1993) 

 Lexical cohesion : the connection within a discourse because of 

lexical choises. (Chojimah, 2012) 

 Thesis abstract : a very brief summary of the major aspects of the 

qualitative inquiry such as problem, design, 

methods, and outcomes (Ary, et al, 2002). 
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CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

In this chapter the researcher describes some variables related to the study. 

They are: 

 

2.1 Discourse Analysis 

Discourse analysis (DA) is a general term for a number of approaches to 

analyzing written, vocal, or sign language use or any significant semiotic event. 

According to Cook (1989), discourse analysis is the study of how sentences in 

spoken and written language form larger meaningful units such as paragraphs, 

conversations, interviews, etc. The function of discourse analysis is to explore the 

linguistic features which characterize discourses. The goal of discourse analysis 

are to examine how the reader or user of a discourse recognizes that the 

words/phrases/sentences in a discourse must be co-interpreted—that parts of a 

discourse are dependent on others. 

According to Yule (2010), discourse is a language beyond the sentence 

and the anaysis of discourse deals with the study of language in texts and 

conversation. Finally, the researcher concludes that discourse analysis is a study 

of how the language is used in social context, whether it is written like letters or 

spoken like dialogue between speaker and hearer.  
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2.2 Cohesion 

Before discussion lexical cohesion in detail, it is necessary to consider 

some proposed opinions concerning the meaning of cohesion itself. Renkema 

(1993) stated that the notion of cohesion refers to the connection that occurs when 

the interpretation of a textual element is dependent on the other elements in the 

text. Cohesion is the interconnection among sentences because of the formal 

factors of internal factors in language. Dealing with this, Renkema (1993) 

explains that cohesion always deals with connections evident in the discourse. 

According to Halliday and Hassan (1976), cohesion is a semantic relation 

which refers to the relation of meaning exists in the text. Renkema (2004) also 

considers that cohesion help the text is link together and make connectedness in 

the text. Essentially, Renkema in his book “Introduction to Discourse Studies” 

(2004) also explains about cohesion theory which is having no difference with 

cohesion theory proposed by Hallyday and Hasan. As the original, Haliday and 

Hasan have more description about theory since were the first linguist who 

proposed about cohesion theory, but Renkema’s theories describe cohesion theory 

generally. Renkema has a simplest description about cohesion theory which is 

easier to understand by the reader by giving description examples clearly. 

Therefore, cohesion can be divided into two types, grammatical cohesion and 

lexical cohesion. However, in this study the researcher only focuses on the 

selection of words or often called as lexical cohesion. 
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 Repetition 

 Synonymy 

 Antonymy 

 Hyponymy 

 Collocation 

 Equivalency 

(Sumarlam,2008) 

2.3 Lexical Cohesion 

Lexical Cohesion occurs when two words in a discourse are semantically 

related in some ways. Renkema (1993), states that lexical cohesion refers to the 

link between the content words (nouns, verbs, adjectives, adverbs) which are used 

in subsequent segment of discourse. Meanwhile Sumarlam (2008) defines lexical 

cohesion as lexical aspect which focuses on the semantic relation of a discourse.  

According to theory which is taken from Renkema (2004), he divides 

lexical cohesion into two main categories “reiteration and collocation”. Renkema 

(2004) and Sumarlam (2008) divide lexical cohesion in almost similar ways. 

There are only slight differences from both, those are the use of meronymy in 

Renkema’s theory and the use of equivalency in Sumarlam’s theory. The figure of 

types of lexical cohesion by those two theorists is presented in the following 

figure: 

 

 

 

 

 Repetition 

 Synonymy 

 Antonymy 

 Hypnonymy 

 Collocation 

 Meronymy 

(Renkema,2004) 

 

Figure 2.1 Types of Lexical Cohesion by Renkema (2004) and Sumarlam (2008) 

LEXICAL COHESION 
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 In this study, the researcher uses the combination of those two theories in 

analyzing the data. It means that the researcher uses 7 types of lexical cohesion 

which are repetition, synonymy, antonymy, hyponymy, collocation, meronymy, 

and equivalency to analyze the thesis abstracts. 

 

2.3.1 Repetition 

Interconnection within the sentences in text could be seen from the use of 

repetition. According to Renkema (2004), repetition is a word or a phrase which is 

sistematically repeated in one sentence to another. Bloomsbury (1999) cited in 

Lestari (2009) states that repetition is repeating of something in act or doing 

something again. Something the same as before an event or situation that is the 

same as one that happened previously.  

The researcher concludes that repetition is the mention of returning the 

same lexical form that has previously been mentioned. However, using repetition 

too often makes a sentence or a paragraph not effective and bored, so repetition 

must be used as necessary. The following is an example of sentences in which the 

same word is repeated.  

A conference will be held on national environmental policy. 

At this conference the issue of salination will play an 

important role. (Renkema, 2004,p.105)  

From the example above, the word conference is repeated from the first paragraph 

to the next paragraph. It is repeated the same word. Repetition is one of ways to 

maintain cohesiveness within the sentences. 
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2.3.2 Synonymy 

Synonymy is expression with same meaning. According to Renkema 

(2004), synonymy is the use of words that is linked ]to a previous one. Crystal 

(1995) states that synonymy is lexeme which has the same meaning- a definition 

which sounds straight forward enough. Meanwhile, Choyimah (2012) states that 

synonymy is two expressions or more having similar meaning. It can be a word 

that means the same or almost same as another word in the same language. 

In similar way, Sumarlam (2008) defines synonymy as another name for 

the same thing, or the expression which has the same meaning with the other 

expression. Instead of repeating the exact same word, a speaker or a writer can use 

another word that means the same or almost the same that is called synonymy. 

The example of synonymy is in the following: 

A conference will be held on national environmental policy. 

This environmental sympasium will be primarily a 

conference dealing with water. (Renkema, 2004, p.105). 

In the example above, the word conference has the same meaning with 

environmental sympasium, so it is called synonymy. 

 

2.3.3 Hyponymy 

Renkema (2004) states that hyponymy is general and specific meaning 

relation. It means that hyponymy have general and specific meaning relation. It 

means that hyponymy refers to something general related to the specific ones.  

Sumarlam (2008) says that hyponymy refers to a unit of language (words, phrases, 
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sentences) that its meaning is considered to be a part of another lingual meaning 

unit. The example of hyponymy is in the following:  

We were in town today shopping for furniture. We saw a 

lovely table. (Renkema, 2004, p.105). 

In the example above, the word table is subordinate of the superordinate furniture. 

 

2.3.4 Antonymy 

Antonymy is word which in sense opposite in meaning. Renkema (2004) 

states that antonymy is the relation of antonymous words, such as old and new, 

big and small, etc. According to Sumarlam (2008) defines antonymy as another 

name of the other things or object or lingual which has opposite meaning. 

Antonymy can also be called as meaning opposition which the two words are 

totally having different meaning.  The example is in the following: 

The old movies just don’t do it anymore. The new ones are 

more appealing (Renkema, 2004, p.105) 

In the example above, the word old  has opposite meaning with the word new. It 

shows the use of antonymy in a discourse.  

 

2.3.5  Meronymy 

This type of lexical cohesion belongs to Renkema’s while Sumarlam does 

not mention this type in his theory. Renkema (2004) states that meronymy is the 

connection due to part-and-whole-meaning relation. It means that meronymy 
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relation between word which has a part and whole meaning. The example is in the 

following: 

At its six month checkup, the brakes had to be repaired. In 

general, however, the car was in good condition. 

(Renkema,2004, p.105) 

From the example above, the word brake is a part of the word car which exists in 

the next sentence. So the word car is the whole meaning relation of the word 

brake. The word car and brakes could be replaced by another one asserting a part 

and whole relation meaning. 

 

2.3.6 Collocation 

Collocation is the second type of lexical cohesion. Renkema (2004) 

describes that collocation deals with the relationship between words or the basis 

of the fact that these word often occur in the same surrounding or are associated 

with each other. In other words, these words tend to occur with other words. Yule 

(2010) also gives definition about collocation that it is a relationship between 

words that frequently occur together. The example is in the following:  

The hedgehog scurried accross the road. Its speed  surprised 

me. (Renkema, 2004, p.105) 

In the example above, the words scurried and speed are collocation, they 

associated each other. The word scurried collocates to the word speed. It can be 

concluded that collocation is the words in which the occurrence are collocate each 

other.  
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2.3.7 Equivalency 

This type of lexical cohesion is the addition by Sumarlam (2008) in which 

the other theorists do not take it as lexical cohesion types. Sumarlam (2008) states 

that equivalency is the equivalence relation between a certain lingual unit with 

another lingual units in paradigm. In this case, a number of words resulted by 

affixes from the same stem shows the existence of equivalence relation. The 

example of the equivalence relation can be seen in the words memasak, dimasak , 

and memasakkan. Those words are formed from the same stem masak. Meanwhile 

in English, the words walking and walked are formed from stem walk. 

 

2.4 Thesis Abstract 

An abstract is a brief summary of a research article, thesis, review, 

conference proceeding or any in-depth analysis of a particular subject or discipline 

and is often used to help the reader quickly ascertain the paper’s purposed. 

Thesis abstract is a very brief summary of the major aspects of the 

qualitative inquiry such as problem, design, methods, and outcomes (Ary, et al, 

2002). In the Pedoman Skripsi (2010) for the linguistics students in Universitas 

Brawijaya who are the subjects of this study, the thesis abstracts should be 

provided two languages namely in Bahasa Indonesia and in English. 

 

2.5 Previous Study 

The researcher takes two previous studies which are related to Lexical 

Cohesion. This study aims to enrich the previous study. The research is by Lestari 
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(2009) entitled “Lexical Cohesion Found in the Lyrics of Avenged Sevenfold’s 

Songs”. She investigated the Lexical Cohesion in the song’s lyric. In this study 

the writer identify the types of Lexical Cohesion used in the lyrics of avenged 

Sevenfold’s Songs by using Halliday and Hasan’s theory (1976). The finding is 

that there are several types of lexical cohesion found in the lyrics of Avenged 

Sevenfold’s Songs. Those are repetition, synonymy, hyponymy, and antonymy. 

The most dominant type of lexical cohesion is repetition. 

Another study was conducted by Nurin (2014) entitled “A Study of 

Cohesion in Classification Essays by Students of English Study Program at 

Brawijaya University”. In that research, she tried to find out the types of 

grammatical and lexical cohesive devices in the classification essay using 

Halliday and Hasan’s (1976) and Renkema’s (2004) theory. In her findings reveal 

that the grammatical cohesive used in students’ classification essays are reference, 

conjunction, verb subtitution, nominal ellipsis and clausal ellipsis while the lexical 

cohesion are repetition, synonymy, hyponymy, superordinate, antonymy, general 

word and collocation. The most frequently used grammatical cohesion is personal 

reference and for lexical cohesion is repetition. 

From the research above, the researcher found the similarity and difference 

to this present study. The similarity from the previous studies with this present 

study is about lexical cohesion. For the differences, the data source and the theory 

are different. The first previous study focused on the study of lexical cohesion 

found in the lyrics of Avenged Sevenfold’s song as the data source by using 

Halliday and Hasan’s theory (1976). The second previous study focused on both 
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of cohesive devices that are grammatical and lexical cohesion. While, this present 

study the researchers focused on the study of lexical cohesion found in the thesis 

abstracts of student academic year 2011 of English study program of Universitas 

Brawijaya by using Renkema’s(2004) and Sumarlam’s(2008) theories. The 

previous study is useful as the source and reference that the researcher need as 

insight to help them conducting the study. 
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CHAPTER III 

RESEARCH METHOD 

This chapter explains the research method which is used in this study. It 

consists of research design, data and data sources, data collection, and data 

analysis. 

 

3.1 Research Design 

This study used the qualitative research because the data analyzed by 

explaining descriptively. Ary, et al (2010) state that the qualitative research deals 

with the data that was the description of the words or sentence rather than 

numbers or statistic. While Moleong (2005) qualitative research is research which 

does not deal with number, but written and oral words from the object of the 

study.  

In addition, the object of this data is thesis abstract which it is text or 

document, so the researcher uses document analysis in conducting this study. Ary 

et al. (2002) cited in Ryan (2015) say that document analysis is a research method 

which is applied to written or visual materials (textbook, novels, journals, 

newspaper, advertisement, or any other types of document. 

 

3.2 Data and Data Sources 

The data of this study were words, phrases, or sentences of the thesis 

abstract written by student of academic year 2011 which contain lexical cohesion. 

The data source of this study was thesis abstracts submitted in 2015 written by 
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students of academic year 2011 of study program of English Universitas 

Brawijaya and had already collected in SAC (Student Access Center). The 

researcher just used the English version of the thesis abstracts. 

The population or the thesis abstracts written by students of academic year 

2011 are 104 (data from head of academic sub-section). According to Arikunto 

(2010), if the populations are more than 100, the sample can be taken between 10-

15% or more. In this study, the researcher decided to take 10% from 104 that are 

10 thesis abstracts. There are some considerations while the researcher choose 10 

thesis abstracts. The thesis abstracts must be written by linguistics major’s 

students which can be seen by the title of the thesis. Linguistics major is choosen 

by the researcher because they have taken discourse analysis course before and it 

was expected they have more knowledge in lexical cohesion and have good ability 

to use cohesive devices in their writing. The next consideration is the thesis must 

be submitted in 2015 that it can be seen at the bottom of the thesis’ cover. The 

thesis also must be written by students of academic year 2011 that it can be seen 

in the student identity number. Then, the researcher choose randomly 10 thesis 

abstracts that fulfil those considerations in the library. 

Those 10 thesis abstracts were decided as the sample because the 

researcher wanted to do a deep analysis on the lexical cohesion which the 

participants use in their thesis. In addition, it is because of the practical 

consideration such as the limited time and the feasibility of the research (Ary, et 

al.,2010). 
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3.3 Data Collection 

In this study, the researcher collected the data mainly from the thesis 

abstract containing lexical cohesion written by students of academic year 2011 of 

study program of English Universitas Brawijaya. The followings were the steps of 

collecting data: 

1. Collecting the English version of thesis abstracts written by students of 

academic year 2011 of study program of English in SAC or center library 

of Universitas Brawijaya. 

2. Selecting 10 thesis abstracts written by students of academic year 2011 in 

linguistics major. 

3. Reading 10 thesis abstracts and then making notes on the types of lexical 

cohesion. 

4. Labeling each abstract and each sentence as the source of the data and 

giving an index number or code. 

 

3.4 Data Analysis 

After the data are collected, the data are analyzed in the following steps. 

1. Listing the sentences containing types of lexical cohesion. The researcher 

analyzes the types of lexical cohesion sentence by sentence in one 

paragraph. 

2. Classifying the listed sentences into seven types of lexical cohesion found 

in the thesis abstracts by using Renkema’s(2004) theory which consists of 
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repetition, synonymy, hyponymy, metonymy, antonymy, collocation and 

Sumarlam’s (2008) theory which consists of equivalency. 

3. Putting the classified data in a table. Table 3.1 shows the classified data 

taken from the thesis abstracts. 

Table 3.1 Sample table of Lexical Cohesion in thesis abstracts  

No Code Sentences 

Lexical Cohesion 

Rep Syn Hyp Ant Mer Col Equ 

          

Notes: 

Rep = Repetition   Mer = Meronymy 

Syn =Synonymy   Col = Collocation 

Hyp = Hyponymy   Equ = Equivalency 

Ant = Antonymy 

4. Tabulating the types of lexical cohesion to answer the second question 

about the dominant types of lexical cohesion occur in thesis abstracts. The 

researcher makes a table as follow: 

Table 3.2 Sample Table of Percentage of Lexical Cohesion in the Thesis 

Abstracts 

Types of Lexical Cohesion F % 

   

   

Notes: 

 F = Frequency    % = Percentage 
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The percentage (%) is calculated based on the following formula: 

 F (frequency of each type)     

N% =        x 100% 

 N (total frequency of all types) 

5. Describing the types of lexical cohesion with detail explanation. 

6. Drawing conclusion from the analysis based on the theory used. 
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CHAPTER IV 

FINDING AND DISCUSSION 

In this chapter, the researcher presents research finding and discussion of 

this research. The research finding is gained through the data analysis which is 

done in accordance with the formulated research problem. The researcher 

analyzes the data based on lexical cohesion using Renkema’s theory (2004) and 

Sumarlam’s theory (2008). The data are selected by the researcher to answer the 

research problems by using lexical cohesion to understand the text 

communicatively 

. 

4.1 Finding 

The researcher presents the finding based on problems of the study stated 

in Chapter One. It contained lexical cohesion categories found in the thesis 

abstracts and the dominant types of lexical cohesion. The data of this study were 

taken from thesis abstracts written by students of academic year 2011 who were 

graduated in 2015 of Study Program of English Universitas Brawijaya. The 

researcher analyzed the data by using combination of Renkema’s theory (2004) 

and Sumarlam’s theory (2008) which were used to find out the types of lexical 

cohesion.  

Lexical cohesion occurs when two words in a discourse are semantically 

related in some ways. Renkema (2004) divides lexical cohesion into six types: 

repetition, synonymy, antonymy, hyponymy, collocation, and meronymy. Similar 

with Renkema, Sumarlam (2008) also divides lexical cohesion into six types: 
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repetition, synonymy, antonymy, hyponymy, collocation, and equivalency. In this 

study, the researcher used the combination of those theories in analyzing the data, 

so types of lexical cohesion based on Renkema and Sumarlam are repetition, 

synonymy, antonymy, hyponymy, collocation, meronymy, and equivalency. 

 

4.1.1 Analysis of Types of Lexical Cohesion in each Thesis Abstract 

Based on the classification of the types of lexical cohesion devices in 

thesis abstracts, the researcher found seven kinds of lexical cohesion devices. It 

meant that the researcher found all of the types of lexical cohesion in thesis 

abstract which are repetition, synonymy, hyponymy, antonymy, meronymy, 

collocation, and equivalency. However, in each abstract was not always found all 

the types of lexical cohesion. For example, in the abstract 1 the researcher only 

found 5 types of lexical cohesion, besides in the abstract 2 the researcher found 

just 4 types of lexical cohesion. 

In this subchapter, the researcher would give a further explanation about 

the use of lexical cohesion in each abstract.  The researcher found 165 data of 

lexical cohesion. The researcher gave the example of lexical cohesion in the form 

of table. The table consists of number, code, sentence and types of lexical 

cohesion. The code was given to know the position of sentences which contain 

lexical cohesion. For example, code A1.P3.S1-S3 meant that A1 refers to abstract 

1, P3 refers to paragraph 3, and S1-S3 refers to sentence 1 till sentence 3. Then the 

researcher marks the words or phrases and the presupposed items in the table with 

bold. If the data of lexical cohesion in each abstract was found more than two 
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data, the researcher only gave two examples of each type of lexical cohesion 

found in the thesis abstracts while the complete data were presented in 

appendices. So, these were the result of the analysis of lexical cohesion devices 

which were found in the thesis abstracts. 

 

4.1.1.1 Abstract 1 

In the abstract 1, the researcher found 5 types of lexical cohesion which 

are repetition, synonymy, antonymy, meronymy, and equivalency. The researcher 

did not find hyponymy and collocation. The explanation of each lexical cohesion 

occurred in the abstract 1 was in the following. 

a. Repetition 

The researcher found 12 repetitions which occurred in thesis abstracts 1 

written by student of academic year 2011. The following data in Table 4.1 were 

the two examples of repetition found in the abstract 1. 

Table 4.1 Repetition in the Abstract 1 

No Code Sentences Repetition 

1 A1.P1.S4-S5 

This research focuses on analysing the connotative 

meaning contained in Linkin Park’s song lyrics..... 

This research is aimed to..... 

This research 

2 A1.P3.S2&S5 

The connotative meaning found is carried within....  

The connotations found in the song lyrics play an 

important role in creating particular tenses and 

delivering the messages. 

Found 

 

In the first example in code A1.P1.S4-S5, the lexical cohesion is indicated 

as repetition of the phrase this research. The words this research in the sentence 4 

is repeated in the sentence 5 at the beginning of the sentence. Repetition in here is 
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used to emphasize the word research. It means that the writer of the thesis abstract 

talking about this research. Besides, in the second example in code A1.P3.S2&S5, 

the writer of the abstract 1 repeated the word found. In this case, the writer of the 

thesis abstract wanted to make a relation between sentence 2 and sentence 5 by 

repeating the same word for the verb. 

b. Synonymy 

The researcher only found 2 data of synonymy in the abstract 1. The data 

can be seen in table 4.2 below. 

Table 4.2 Synonymy in the Abstract 1 

No Code Sentences Synonymy 

1 A1.P1.S2&S5 

A sentence or an utterance in which people use to 

express their feelings.... This research is aimed to show 

the interpretation of ..... 

Express 

    =  

Show 

2 A1.P3.S2-S3 

The connotative meaning found is carried within words, 

phrases, and also sentences. The messages conveyed in 

the songs are mostly motivating and persuasive. 

Carried 

    = 

Conveyed 

 

In the first example in code A1.P1.S2&S5, the word show has similar 

meaning to the word express which is written in the preceding sentence. Instead of 

repeating the word express, the writer of abstract 1 wrote another similar word to 

replace it which is show. The meaning of those two words is same although the 

words are different. The same thing happens in the second example in code 

A1.P3.S2-S3. The writer used the word carried in the second sentence and 

changed in another word conveyed in the third sentence. In this case, the writer of 

abstract 1 wanted to create cohesive throughout the paragraphs. 
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c. Antonymy 

The next types of lexical cohesion found in the thesis abstracts 1 written 

by student of academic year 2011 is antonymy. The researcher only found 1 item 

of antonymy which appear in the abstract 1. The data are presented in the table 4.3 

below. 

Table 4.3 Antonymy in the Abstract 1 

No Code Sentences Antonymy 

1 A1.P1.S2 

A sentence or an utterance in which people use to 

express their feelings and thoughts is generally 

containing either literal meaning or non-literal 

meaning. 

Literal meaning 

– Non-literal 

meaning 

 

Unlike synonymy, antonymy is the two words or more having different 

meaning. Based on the data in code A1.P1.S2, the writer of the abstract 1 wanted 

to give opposite meaning by two words using word non to differenciate it. Here, 

the word literal meaning  is the antonymy of the word non-literal meaning. 

d. Meronymy 

In this abstract 1, the researcher only found 1 data of meronymy. 

Meronymy is relation between words which has a part and whole meaning. The 

data are presented in the table 4.4 below. 

Table 4.4 Meronymy in the Abstract 1 

No Code Sentences Meronymy 

1 A1.P3.S2 

The connotative meaning found is carried within words, 

phrases, and also sentences. 

Sentences = 

words and 

phrases 
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In the data in code A1.P3.S2, the words words, phrases and sentences are 

considered as meronymy. Here, the word sentences is the whole meaning relation 

while the words words and phrases is the part meaning relation. It means that 

words and phrases are the part of sentence.  

e. Equivalency 

The last type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 1 written by student 

of academic year 2011 is equivalency which proposed by Sumarlam (2008). In the 

abstract 1, the researcher found 7 items data of equivalency. Two examples of the 

data are presented in the table 4.5 below. 

Table 4.5 Equivalency in the Abstract 1 

No Code Sentences Equivalency 

1 A1.P1.S5-S6 

....the messages of the songs, and the contribution of the 

connotations to the messages. The problems of the study 

are 1. What are the expressions containing connotative 

meanings in the song lyrics of Linkin Park’s A Thousand 

Suns album , 2. What are the messages of the songs in 

Linkin Park’s A Thousand Suns album and..... 

Connotations - 

Connotative 

2 A1.P4.S1 

The researcher suggests the next researchers conduct a 

research in semantics held by using different object of 

the study such as Indonesian songs. 

Research – 

Researcher 

 

Equivalency is equivalence relation between two words or more which 

have the same stem followed by affixes. In the first example of equivalency can 

be seen in code A1.P1.S5-S6. Equivalency is showed by the use of connotations 

and connotative. Those words have equivalence relations which are formed from 

the same stem connotate. In the second example which is showed in code 

A1.P4.S1, the words researcher and research are indicated as equivalency. Here, 
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the word research is the stem itself while the word researcher is formed by stem 

research which is added by suffix –er.  

 

4.1.1.2 Abstract 2 

In the abstract 2, the researcher found 4 types of lexical cohesion which 

are repetition, hyponymy, meronymy, and equivalency. The explanation of each 

lexical cohesion occurred in the abstract 2 were in the following. 

a. Repetition 

The first type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 2 was repetition. 

The researcher found 9 data of repetition which occur in the abstract 2. The 

following data in Table 4.6 are the example of repetition. 

Table 4.6 Repetition in the Abstract 2 

No Code Sentences Repetition 

1 A2.P1.S2-S3 

People produce new terms for naming their new 

inventions or products. These new terms passed series 

of word formation processes.... 

New Terms 

2 A2.P3.S1-S2 

Research results reveal that derivation is the dominant 

process in the forming of terms of Honda sparepart. 

There are 46 terms of sparepart which are categorized as 

derivation out of 64 total terms. 

Derivation 

 

 In the first example in code A2.P1.S2-S3, the lexical cohesion is indicated 

as repetition of the phrase new terms. The words new terms in the last sentence is 

repeating the same words from the preceding sentence. In example one, the writer 

of the abstract 2 attempts to relate the second sentence with the third one by 

repeating one of the element in the thesis abstract, that is the phrase new terms. It 
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is same with the second example in code A2.P3.S1-S2. The writer of the abstract 

2 repeated word derivation in order to make sentences cohesive. 

b. Hyponymy 

Another type of lexical cohesion found in the thesis abstracts 2 written by 

student of academic year 2011 is hyponymy. The researcher found only 1 data of 

hyponymy which occur in the abstract 2. The data of hyponymy can be seen in 

Table 4.7 below. 

Table 4.7 Hyponymy in the Abstract 2 

No Code Sentences Hyponymy 

1 A2.P2.S3 

There are other word formation types found, they are 

compounding with 9 terms, clipping with 5 terms, 

acronyms with 3 terms, and blending with only one 

term. 

Word Formation 

: compounding, 

clipping, 

acronym, and 

blending 

 

 In that data in code A2.P2.S3, hyponymy is signaled by the phrase word 

formation which consists of compounding, clipping, acronym, and blending 

written directly after word formation. From those two group of words, word 

formation is the superordinate meanwhile the subordinate is the words 

compounding, clipping, acronym, and blending. This group of words is 

considered as hyponymy because compounding, clipping, acronym, and blending 

are actually the category under types of word formation.  

c. Meronymy 

The third type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 2 is meronymy. 

The researcher only found 1 data of meronymy. Meronymy is relation between 
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words which has a part and whole meaning. The data are presented in the table 4.8 

below. 

Table 4.8 Meronymy in the Abstract 2 

No Code Sentences Meronymy 

1 A2.P2.S1-S2 

In this research, the writer uses document analysis as the 

research design since this research describes the word 

formation processes of terms of sparepart  found in the 

list of Honda Genuine Part sparepart. Specifically, the 

writer chooses Honda Beat PGM-FI motorcycle as the 

object of the research because this is the most selling 

motorcycle in Indonesia in 2014. 

Motorcycle : 

sparepart 

 

 In the data in code A2.P2.S1-S2, the word motorcycle and sparepart are 

considered as metonymy. Here, the word motorcyle is the whole meaning relation 

while the word sparepart is the part meaning relation. It means that sparepart  is 

the part of motorcycle. 

d. Equivalency 

The last type of lexical cohesion found in the abstracts 2 is equivalency 

which proposed by Sumarlam (2008). In this abstract 2, the researcher found 1 

data of equivalency. The data are presented in the table 4.9 below. 

Table 4.9 Equivalency in the Abstract 2 

No Code Sentences Equivalency 

1 A2.P1.S5-S6 

In this research,the writer analyzes the word formation 

processes of ... The purposes of this research are to 

analyze the word formation processes..... 

Analyzes = 

analyze 

 

 In that data which is showed in code A2.P1.S5-S6, the words analyzes and 

analyse are indicated as equivalency. Here, the word analyze is the stem itself 

while the word analyzes is formed by stem analyze which is added by suffix –s. 
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So, equivalency is equivalence relation between two words or more which have 

the same stem followed by affixes to make a writing cohesive. 

 

4.1.1.3 Abstract 3 

In the abstract 3, the researcher found 5 types of lexical cohesion which 

are repetition, hyponymy, antonymy, collocation, and equivalency. The 

explanation of each lexical cohesion occurred in the abstract 3 were presented in 

the following. 

a. Repetition 

The first type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 3 was repetition. 

The researcher found 7 data of repetition which occur in the abstract 3. The 

following data in Table 4.10 are the example of repetition. 

Table 4.10 Repetition in the Abstract 3 

No Code Sentences Repetition 

1 A3.P1.S3-S5 

Retrospective Miscue Analysis (RMA) was used in this 

study by comprising reading text aloud, retelling and 

discussion session. These steps helped the readers 

develop their reading skills. This study was conducted 

to find out the answer to what the oral reading miscue 

types are produced by the good and poor readers from.... 

This Study 

2 A3.P4.S1-S2 

The writer suggests for the further writer who wants to 

conduct a study in the same field of RMA to use 

different subjects and instruments. Then, the writer 

suggests for the lecturers to develop their strategy of 

teaching reading for the students. 

Suggests  

 

 In the first example in code A3.P1.S3-S5, the phrases this study is repeated 

in the next sentence. In example one, the writer of the abstract 3 attempts to relate 

the third sentence with the fifth one by repeating one of the element in the thesis 

abstract, that is the phrase this study. In the second example in code A3.P4.S1-S2, 
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the writer of the abstract 3 repeated word suggest as a verb rather than using other 

words which have same meaning. 

b. Hyponymy 

The second type of lexical cohesion found in the thesis abstracts 3 written 

by student of academic year 2011 is hyponymy. The researcher found only 1 data 

of hyponymy which occur in the abstract 3. The data of hyponymy can be seen in 

Table 4.11 below. 

Table 4.11 Hyponymy in the Abstract 3 

No Code Sentences Hyponymy 

1 A3.P1.S1 

Reading is one of basic human skills beside listening, 

speaking, and writing which functions for helping 

people to gain new information. 

Basic human 

skill : listening, 

speaking, 

writing 

 

 In that data in code A3.P1.S1, hyponymy is signaled by the phrase basic 

human skill which consists of listening, speaking, and writing. From those two 

group of words, basic human skill is the superordinate meanwhile the subordinate 

is the words listening, speaking, and writing. This group of words is considered as 

hyponymy because listening, speaking, and writing are actually the category 

under types of basic human skill. 

c. Antonymy 

The next type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 3 written by student 

of academic year 2011 is antonymy. The researcher only found 1 item of 

antonymy which occured in the abstract 3. The data are presented in the table 4.12 

below. 



32 
 

 
 

Table 4.12 Antonymy in the Abstract 3 

No Code Sentences Antonymy 

1 A3.P1.S5 

This study was conducted to find out the answer to what 

the oral reading miscue types are produced by the good 

and poor readers from.... 

Good x Poor 

 

Antonymy is the two words or more having opposite meaning. Based on 

the data in code A3.P1.S5, the writer of the abstract 3 used word good as the 

opposite of poor to show kind of reader. So, there are two kinds of reader which 

are good reader and poor reader. 

d. Collocation 

The next type of lexical cohesion found in abstract 3 is collocation. The 

researcher found 1 item of collocation which appears in the abstract 3. Below are 

the data of the used of collocation which are presented in the table 4.13. 

Table 4.13 Collocation in the Abstract 3 

No Code Sentences Collocation 

1 A3.P4.S2 

Then, the writer suggests for the lecturers to develop 

their strategy of teaching reading for the students 

Lecturers, 

teaching, 

students 

 

 Collocation is the words which tend to occur with other words. From the 

data in code A3.P4.S2, collocation appears in the words lecturers, teaching, and 

students. Those words are generally standing together. In a university, there are 

always lecturers that is teaching students in a class. They are in the same 

surrounding and present the use of collocation. 
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e. Equivalency 

The last type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 3 is equivalency. In 

this abstract 3, the researcher found 2 data of equivalency. The data are presented 

in the table 4.14 below. 

Table 4.14 Equivalency in the Abstract 3 

No Code Sentences Equivalency 

1 A3.P1.S2 

Miscue Analysis is a method which attempt to analyze 

the unexpected responses of unfamiliar text which occurs 

in oral reading. 

Analyzes = 

analyze 

2 A3.P1.S3-S4 

Retrospective Miscue Analysis (RMA) was used in this 

study by comprising reading text aloud, retelling and 

discussion session. These steps helped the readers 

develop their reading skills.  

Reading = 

readers 

 

 In the first data which is showed in code A3.P1.S2, the words analysis and 

analyze are indicated as equivalency. Here, the word analyze is the stem itself 

while the word analysis is formed by stem analyze which is added by suffix –is. 

In the second example of equivalency can be seen in code A3.P1.S3-S4. 

Equivalency is showed by the use of reading and reader. Those words have 

equivalence relations which are formed from the same stem read. So, equivalency 

is equivalence relation between two words or more which have the same stem 

followed by affixes to make a writing cohesive. 

 

4.1.1.4 Abstract 4 

In the abstract 4, the researcher found 5 types of lexical cohesion which 

are repetition, hyponymy, antonymy, meronymy, and equivalency. The 
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explanation of each lexical cohesion occured in the abstract 4 were presented in 

the following. 

a. Repetition 

The first type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 4 was repetition. 

The researcher found 6 data of repetition which occur in the abstract 3. The 

following data in Table 4.15 are the example of repetition in the abstract 4. 

Table 4.15 Repetition in the Abstract 4 

No Code Sentences Repetition 

1 A4.P1.S1-S2 

Language function is the specific purpose in 

communication between the addresser and the addressee. 

Language function can be found in political speeches, 

talk show TV, daily conversation, a lyric of song, a 

conversation in novel, etc. 

Language 

function 

2 A4.P1.S3-S4 

This present study aims to know the laguage function 

used by the main character and the most dominant 

langauge function used by the main character. 

Main character 

 

 In the code A4.P1.S1-S2, the words language function is repeated in the 

next sentence. Here, the writer of the abstract 4 wanted to relate the first sentence 

with the second one. Repetition in here was also used to emphasize what the 

writer talking about language function. In the second example in code A4.P1.S3-

S4, the writer of the abstract 4 repeated words main character in one sentence to 

relate each other. 

b. Hyponymy 

The second type of lexical cohesion found in the thesis abstracts 4 is 

hyponymy. The researcher found only 1 data of hyponymy which occur in the 

abstract 4. The data of hyponymy can be seen in Table 4.16 below. 
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Table 4.16 Hyponymy in the Abstract 4 

No Code Sentences Hyponymy 

1 A4.P3.S1-S2 

This study reveals that there are six language functions 

used by the six characters (Alif, Atang, Said, Dulmajid, 

Baso, and Raja) in The Land of Five Towers novel; 

emotive function, conative function, poetic function, 

phatic function, and referential function. The 

language function which is frequently used by the main 

characters in the novel is referential function. 

Language 

function: 

emotive, 

conative, poetic, 

phatic, 

referential 

 

 The data in code A4.P3.S1-S2 showed the use of hyponymy in the words 

emotive function, conative function, poetic function, phatic function, and 

referential function which are subordinate of language function. In here, language 

function is as superordinate of those group of words. 

c. Antonymy 

The next type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 4 was antonymy. 

The researcher only found 1 item of antonymy which occured in the abstract 4. 

The data are presented in the table 4.17 below. 

Table 4.17 Antonymy in the Abstract 4 

No Code Sentences Antonymy 

1 A4.P1.S1-S2 

Language function is the specific purpose in 

communication between the addresser and the 

addressee. Language function can be found in political 

speeches, talk show TV, daily conversation, a lyric of 

song, a conversation in novel, etc. 

Addresser x 

Addressee 

 

Based on the data in code A4.P1.S1-S2, the writer of the abstract 4 used 

word addresser and addresse to differentiate people who used language function. 

Those two words have opposite meaning so it was called as antonymy.  
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d. Meronymy 

The next type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 4 is meronymy. The 

researcher only found 1 data of meronymy. Meronymy is relation between words 

which has a part and whole meaning. The data are presented in the table 4.18 

below. 

Table 4.18 Meronymy in the Abstract 4 

No Code Sentences Meronymy 

1 A4.P4.S1 

The researcher suggests the next researcher who are 

interested in discourse analysis to analyze other element 

except language function, such as coherent,staging, and 

others. 

Discourse 

analysis: 

coherent, 

staging 

 

 In the data in code A4.P4.S1, the word discourse analysis and coherent, 

staging are considered as metonymy. Here, the word discourse analysis is the 

whole meaning relation while the words coherent and staging are the part 

meaning relation. It means that coherent and staging  are the part of discourse 

analysis. 

e. Equivalency 

The last type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 4 is equivalency. In 

this abstract 4, the researcher found 1 data of equivalency. The data are presented 

in the table 4.19 below. 

Table 4.19 Equivalency in the Abstract 4 

No Code Sentences Equivalency 

1 A4.P2.S2-S3 

Document analysis is also used since the data taken from 

a novel which is text document. This research uses 

Jacobson’s theory (1960) which has six types language 

functions to analyze the data. 

Used = uses 
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 In the data which is showed in code A4.P2.S2-S3, the word used and uses 

are indicated as equivalency. Here, the word used and uses have the same stem 

use. Hence, those two words indicated equivalency relation and made the 

sentences cohesive. 

 

4.1.1.5  Abstract 5 

In the abstract 5, the researcher only found 3 types of lexical cohesion 

which were repetition, hyponymy, and equivalency. The explanation of each 

lexical cohesion occurred in the abstract 5 were presented in the following. 

a. Repetition 

The first type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 5 was repetition. 

The researcher found 9 data of repetition which occurred in the abstract 5. The 

following data in Table 4.20 are the example of repetition in the abstract 5. 

Table 4.20 Repetition in the Abstract 5 

No Code Sentences Repetition 

1 A5.P1.S1-S2 

This study investigates the illocutionary act on the 

postings of Joko Widodo on Joko Widodo Facebook fan 

page during his campaign period. There are 2 problems 

of study namely (1) What are the types of illocutionary 

act .... 

Illocutionary act 

2 A5.P2.S2-S3 

The data were taken from Joko Widodo Facebook fan 

page. Specifically, the data were the postings of the 

Facebook fan page during his campaign from 5 June 

2014 until 5 July 2014. 

The data 

 

 In the code A5.P1.S1-S2, the words illocutionary act was repeated in the 

next sentence. Here, the writer of the abstract 5 wanted to relate the first sentence 

with the second one. Repetition in here was also used to emphasize what the 

writer talking about illocutionary act. In the second example in code A5.P2.S2-
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S3, the writer of the abstract 5 repeated words the data in one sentence to relate 

each other. 

b. Hyponymy 

The second type of lexical cohesion found in the thesis abstracts 5 was 

hyponymy. The researcher found only 1 data of hyponymy which occur in the 

abstract 5. The data of hyponymy can be seen in Table 4.21 below. 

Table 4.21 Hyponymy in the Abstract 5 

No Code Sentences Hyponymy 

1 A5.P3.S1&S3 

The results of this study showed that all types of 

illocutionary act  were found, except declaratives  ...... 

Based on the analysis, assertives  were the most 

frequently used act, followed by expressives, directives, 

and commisives. 

Illocutionary 

act: 

declaratives, 

assertives, 

expressives, 

directives, 

commisives 

 

 The data in code A6.P3.S1&S3 showed the use of hyponymy in the words 

declarative, assertive, expressive, directives, and commisives which are 

subordinate of illocutionary act. In here, illocutionary act is as superordinate of 

those group of words. 

c. Equivalency 

The last type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 5 is equivalency. In 

this abstract 4\5, the researcher found 1 data of equivalency. The data are 

presented in the table 4.22 below. 
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Table 4.22 Equivalency in the Abstract 5 

No Code Sentences Equivalency 

1 A5.P4.S3 

The writer suggests the next researcher who wants to 

conduct the similar research to use another subject and 

scope.  

Researcher = 

research 

 

 In the data which is showed in code A5.P4.S3, the word researcher and 

research are indicated as equivalency. Here, the word research is the stem itself 

and researcher is the stem added by suffix -er. Hence, those two words indicated 

equivalency relation and made the sentences cohesive. 

 

4.1.1.6 Abstract 6 

In the abstract 6, the researcher found 5 types of lexical cohesion which 

were repetition, hyponymy, antonymy, meronymy, and equivalency. The 

explanation of each lexical cohesion occurred in the abstract 6 were presented in 

the following. 

a. Repetition 

The first type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 6 was repetition. 

The researcher found 8 data of repetition which occurred in the abstract 6. The 

following data in Table 4.23 are the example of repetition in the abstract 6. 

Table 4.23 Repetition in the Abstract 6 

No Code Sentences Repetition 

1 A6.P1.S1-S2 

Kinship is relations shared by human through blood tie 

and marriage. Kinship terms are used to express the 

relations. 

Kinship, 

Relations 

2 A6.P3.S1 

This study reveals that Sasak kinship terms like Amaq, 

Inaq , and Amaq Kaka are still used in traditional society 

though there are also some adapted kinship terms from 

Bahasa Indonesia like Kakak, Adik, and Ipar. 

Kinship terms 
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 For the example in the code A6.P1.S1-S2, the words kinship and relations 

were repeated in the next sentence. Here, the writer of the abstract 6 wanted to 

relate the first sentence with the second one. Repetition in here was also used to 

emphasize what the writer talking about kinship. In the second example in code 

A6.P3.S1, the writer of the abstract 6 repeated phrases kinship terms  to relate the 

sentences. 

b.  Hyponymy 

The second type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 6 was 

hyponymy. The researcher found only 1 data of hyponymy which occur in the 

abstract 6. The data of hyponymy can be seen in Table 4.24 below. 

Table 4.24 Hyponymy in the Abstract 6 

No Code Sentences Hyponymy 

1 A6.P3.S2 

Meanwhile in modern society, other languages like 

Javanese and Bahasa Indonesia kinship terms are also 

used by the citizens.  

Languages: 

Javanese, 

Bahasa 

Indonesia  

 

 The data in code A6.P3.S2 showed the use of hyponymy. Javanese and 

Bahasa Indonesia were subordinate of languages. In here, languages was as 

superordinate of those group of words. 

c. Antonymy 

The next type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 6 was antonymy. 

The researcher found 7 items of antonymy which occured in the abstract 6. The 

data were presented in the table 4.25 below. 
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Table 4.25 Antonymy in the Abstract 6 

No Code Sentences Antonymy 

1 A6.P1.S3 

In this study, the writer identified kinship terms used by 

traditional (1) and modern (1) society of Sasak in East 

Lombok. 

Traditional x 

modern 

2 A6.P3.S3 
It can be seen from the kinship terms Mamak, Bapak, 

Pak De, and Bu De which are used by modern society. 

Mamak x bapak, 

Pak de x bu de 

 

Antonymy is the two words or more having different meaning. Based on 

the first example in code A6.P1.S3, the writer of abstract 6 identified kinship 

terms used by traditional and modern society of Sasak in East Lombok. Here, the 

word traditional is the antonymy of the word modern which was written in the 

middle of the sentence.  Meanwhile, in the second example in code A6.P3.S3, the 

writer wrote the words mamak (mother), bapak (father) and pak de (uncle), bu de 

(aunty) in a sentence. The word Mamak is the antonymy of the word Bapak and 

Pak De is the antonymy of the word Bu De. Antonymy is used to show the 

opposite meaning of the word. 

d. Meronymy 

The next type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 6 was meronymy. 

The researcher found 2 data of meronymy. Meronymy is relation between words 

which has a part and whole meaning. The data are presented in the table 4.26 

below. 

Table 4.26 Meronymy in the Abstract 6 

No Code Sentences Meronymy 

1 A6.P2.S3 

30 participants from Selong were divided into 3 

groups, namely students group, modern job group, 

and social and politic organizations group. 

Participants 

from Selong: 

students group, 

modern job 

group, and 
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social and 

politic 

organizations 

group. 

2 A6.P3.S5 

In terms of componential analysis [male] and [female] 

semantic features are identified more in modern society 

since they tend to determine the sex the person they refer 

to. 

Sex: male, 

female 

 

 In the data in code A6.P2.S3, the words participants from Selong was the 

whole meaning and words students group, modern job group, and social and politic 

organizations group were the part of it. In the second data of meronymy in the 

abstract 6 code A6.P3.S5, male and female were the part of the whole meaning 

sex. 

e. Equivalency 

The last type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 6 was equivalency. 

In this abstract 6, the researcher found 3 data of equivalency. The data are 

presented in the table 4.27 below. 

Table 4.27 Equivalency in the Abstract 6 

No Code Sentences Equivalency 

1 A6.P2.S1&S5 

The study used qualitatve approach, employing in total 

40 participants.... To analyze the data, the writer 

employed componential analysis approach by Kreidler 

(1998) to trace the meaning of each kinship term. 

Employing = 

employed, 

Analyze = 

analysis 

2 A6.P4.S1-S3 

For the next researchers, similar study can be conducted 

using descriptive qualitative approach. Through 

descriptive qualitative approach, the next researcher may 

know the percentage of people who still apply Sasak 

kinship terms and at the same time can describe the 

phenomenon holistically. Kinship studies in other 

vernaculars..... 

Study = studies 

 

 In the data which is showed in code A6.P2.S1&S5, the word employing 

and employed; analyze and analysis are indicated as equivalency. Here, the word 
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employed and employing have the same stem employ, while analysis has 

equivalence relation with the stem itself analyze. In the second example of 

equivalency of abstract 6 in code A6.P4.S1-S3, study and studies also have 

equivalence relation. Study was the stem itself and studies was the stem which 

added by suffix –es. Hence, those two words indicated equivalency relation and 

made the sentences cohesive. 

 

4.1.1.7 Abstract 7 

The researcher found 4 types of lexical cohesion which were repetition, 

synonymy, collocation, and equivalency. The explanations of each lexical 

cohesion occured in the abstract 7 were presented in the following. 

a. Repetition 

The first type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 7 was repetition. 

The researcher found 17 data of repetition which occured in the abstract 7. The 

following data in Table 4.28 are the example of repetition in the abstract 7. 

Table 4.28 Repetition in the Abstract 7 

No Code Sentences Repetition 

1 A7.P1.S1-S2 

Background knowledge is one of the important factors 

in L2 reading. Culture knowledge is a background 

knowledge which is concerned about culture of the 

content in reading material. 

Background 

knowledge, 

reading, culture 

2 A7.P2.S1-S2 

Quasi-experimental research design is used in order to 

investigate the issue in relation to the attitude. Mixed 

method research is also used in presenting the data.  

Research, used 

 

 For the example in the code A7.P1.S1-S2, the words background 

knowledge, reading, and culture was repeated to relate sentence by sentence. But 
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in this case, the sentences looked little bit wordy because there were many words 

repeated in a paragraph. Repetition in here was also used to emphasize what the 

writer talking about background knowledge, reading, and culture. In the second 

example in code A7.P2.S1-S2, the writer of the abstract 7 repeated word research 

and used  to relate the sentence 2 with the preceding one. 

b. Synonymy 

The second type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 7 was synonymy. 

The researcher only found 1 data of synonymy in the abstract 7. The data can be 

seen in table 4.29 below. 

Table 4.29 Synonymy in the Abstract 7 

No Code Sentences Synonymy 

1 A7.P3.S1&S3 

The result of the study reveals that the students of 

“Critical Reading” class have high attitude in English 

reading (3.74)..... The different attitudes give explanation 

that the students have not been showing any critical 

thinking. 

Reveal = show 

 

In the data in code A7.P3.S1&S3, the word reveal has similar meaning to 

the word show. Instead of repeating the word reveal, the writer of abstract 7 wrote 

another similar word to replace it which is show. The meaning of those two words 

is same although the words are different.  

c. Collocation 

The next type of lexical cohesion found in abstract 7 is collocation. The 

researcher found 1 item of collocation which appears in the abstract 7. Below are 

the data of the used of collocation which are presented in the table 4.30. 
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Table 4.30 Collocation in the Abstract 7 

No Code Sentences Collocation 

1 A7.P4.S3 

For teachers, hopefully this result can be consideration 

to choose reading materials which are culturually 

familiar to help the students in.... 

Teacher, student 

 

Collocation is the word which associates with another words. From the 

data in code A7.P4.S3, collocation occured in the words teacher and students. 

Those words are associated each other. The word teacher collocate to the word 

students. 

d. Equivalency 

The last type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 7 was equivalency. 

The researcher found 3 data of equivalency. The data are presented in the table 

4.31 below. 

Table 4.31 Equivalency in the Abstract 7 

No Code Sentences Equivalency 

1 A7.P3.S2 

In terms of reading the two different cultural contents of 

short story, the students’ attitude is higher in responding 

the story which is familiar to them, in this case is 

Indonesian culture background (3.63) rather than 

western culture background (3.59) 

Culture = 

cultural 

2 A7.P4.S1 

The next researchers are suggested to conduct research 

using different methods, objects and instruments. 

Researcher = 

research 

 

 In the data which is showed in code A7.P3.S2, the word culture and 

cultural are indicated as equivalency. In this case, culture was the stem itself an 

has equivalence relation with cultural which was formed by culture plus suffix –

al. In the second example of equivalency of abstract 7 in code A7.P4.S1, 
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researcher and research also have equivalence relation. It was same with the first 

example. 

 

4.1.1.8 Abstract 8 

The researcher found 3 types of lexical cohesion which were repetition, 

meronymy, and equivalency. The explanation of each lexical cohesion occurred in 

the abstract 8 were presented in the following. 

a. Repetition 

The first type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 8 was repetition. 

The researcher found 12 data of repetition which occurred in the abstract 8. The 

following data in Table 4.32 are the example of repetition in the abstract 8. 

Table 4.32 Repetition in the Abstract 8 

No Code Sentences Repetition 

1 A8.P2.S1-S2 

The research design of the study is qualitative approach. 

Case study applied in the study is to analyze the 

differences of Jugrug and Kranang dialects and historical 

factor which make both of village different in 

vocabulary.  

Study  

2 A8.P4.S2-S3 

The writer suggests English Study Program to provide 

more references dealing with the study so... He also 

suggests the next researcher to conduct research ..... 

Suggests 

 

In the first example in code A8.P2.S1-S2, the lexical cohesion is indicated 

as repetition of the word study. The word study was repeated three times in a 

paragraph. It meant that the writer wanted to relate sentence by sentence and to 

emphasize that the writer discussed about the study. Besides, in the second 

example in code A8.P4.S2-S3, the writer of the thesis abstract repeated the verb 

suggest to relate the second sentence with the third one by repeating one. Instead 
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using different verb, the writer repeated the word suggest because this word more 

appropriate in that sentence. 

b. Meronymy 

The next type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 8 was meronymy. 

The researcher found 1 data of meronymy. Meronymy is relation between words 

which has a part and whole meaning. The data are presented in the table 4.33 

below. 

Table 4.33 Meronymy in the Abstract 8 

No Code Sentences Meronymy 

1 A8.P4.S3 

He also suggests the next researcher to conduct research 

on the other two dialects of madurese on another area, 

for example Bondowodo and Situbondo dialects which 

are related to the dialects in East Java. 

East Java, 

Bondowoso. 

Situbondo  

 

The data of metonymy is in code A8.P4.S3. Meronymy was presented in 

the words Bondowoso, Situbono, and East Java. The writer of the abstract 8 

suggests the next researcher to conduct research about dialect on another are such 

as Bondowoso and Situbondo which it is part of East Java. The words East Java is 

the whole meaning relation and Bondowoso and  Situbondo is the part meaning 

relation. So, those words have meronymy connection because there is a part and 

whole meaning relation. 

c. Equivalency 

The last type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 8 was equivalency. 

The researcher only found 1 data of equivalency. The data are presented in the 

table 4.34 below. 
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Table 4.34 Equivalency in the Abstract 8 

No Code Sentences Equivalency 

1 A8.P4.S3 

He also suggests  the next researcher to conduct 

research on the other two dialects of madurese on 

another area, for example Bondowodo and Situbondo 

dialects which are related to the dialects in East Java. 

Researcher = 

research 

 

 In the data which is showed in code A8.P4.S3, like in the other abstract 

before, researcher and research are indicated as equivalency. They have 

equivalence relation because they have same stem. They were used to make 

sentences or paragraph cohesive. 

 

4.1.1.9 Abstract 9 

The researcher found 5 types of lexical cohesion which were repetition, 

synonymy, hyponymy, antonymy, and equivalency. The explanation of each 

lexical cohesion occurred in the abstract 9 were presented in the following. 

a. Repetition 

The first type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 9 was repetition. 

The researcher found 12 data of repetition which occurred in the abstract 9. The 

following data in Table 4.32 are the example of repetition in the abstract 8. 

Table 4.35 Repetition in the Abstract 9 

No Code Sentences Repetition 

1 A9.P1.S1-S2 

Javanese has speech levels of communication. Speech 

levels are forms that indicate social position and respect 

toward the addressee.  

Speech levels 

2 A9.P3.S1 

....twenty words of Ngoko Lugu such as Takon and 

Koen, one word of Madya Krama such as Sampeyan and 

nine words of Krama Inggil such as Panjenengan and 

Kula. 

Such as 
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In the first example in code A9.P1.S1-S2, the lexical cohesion is indicated 

as repetition by the words speech levels. The word speech levels was repeated 

from the first sentence to the second sentence. The writer wanted to make a 

cohesion by repeating some words. Besides, in the second example in code 

A9.P3.S`, the writer of the thesis abstract repeated the word such as in a sentence. 

In this case, the writer repeated such as to give examples of types of speech levels. 

b. Synonymy 

The second type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 9 was synonymy. 

The researcher only found 1 data of synonymy in the abstract 9. The data can be 

seen in table 4.36 below. 

Table 4.36 Synonymy in the Abstract 9 

No Code Sentences Synonymy 

1 A9.P1.S3&S6 

This study intends to investigate Javanese speech levels 

used by the actors and actresses of Ludruk Marsudi 

Laras Surabaya.... the first is to find out the Javanese 

speech levels applied by the actors and actresses of 

Ludruk Marsudi Laras Surabaya and the second..... 

Investigate = 

find out 

 

In the data in code A9.P1.S3&S6, the word investigate has similar 

meaning to the word find out. Instead of repeating the word investigate, the writer 

of abstract 9 wrote another similar word to replace it which is find out. The 

meaning of those two words is same although the words are different. Synonymy 

is used to make a paragraph more effective and not wordy. 
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c. Hyponymy 

The next type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 9 was hyponymy. 

The researcher found only 1 data of hyponymy which occur in the abstract 9. The 

data of hyponymy can be seen in Table 4.37 below. 

Table 4.37 Hyponymy in the Abstract 9 

No Code Sentences Hyponymy 

1 A9.P3.S1 

This research reveals that there are thirty words which 

categorized in Javanese speech levels which are divided 

into three types; twenty words of Ngoko Lugu such as 

Takon and Koen, one word of Madya Krama such as 

Sampeyan and nine words of Krama Inggil such as 

Panjenengan and Kula. 

Javanese speech 

levels: Ngoko 

lugu, Madya 

Karma, Krama 

Inggil 

 

 The data in code A9.P3.S1 showed the use of hyponymy. Ngoko lugu, 

Madya Karma, Krama Inggil were subordinate or 3 types of Javanese speech 

levels. In here, javanese speech levels was as superordinate of those group of 

words.  

d. Antonymy 

The next type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 9 was antonymy. 

The researcher found 2 items of antonymy which occurred in the abstract 9. The 

data were presented in the table 4.38 below. 

Table 4.38 Antonymy in the Abstract 9 

No Code Sentences Antonymy 

1 A9.P1.S3-S4 

This study intends to investigate Javanese speech levels 

used by the actors and actresses of Ludruk Marsudi 

Laras Surabaya. The writer uses Poedjosoedarmo’s 

theory (1979) to classify Javanese speech levels. 

Actor x actress 

2 A9.P3.S1 

....twenty words of Ngoko Lugu such as Takon and Koen, 

one word of Madya Krama such as Sampeyan and nine 

words of Krama Inggil such as Panjenengan and Kula. 

Panjenengan 

(you) x Kula (I) 
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Antonymy is the two words or more having different meaning. Based on 

the first example in code A9.P1.S3-S4, the word actor was the antonymy of 

actress. It showed the opposite meaning of words.  Meanwhile, in the second 

example in code A9.P3.S1, the writer wrote the words panjenengan (you) and 

kula (I) in a sentence. The word panjenengan was the antonymy of the word kula. 

Antonymy is used to show the opposite meaning of the word. 

e. Equivalency 

The last type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 9 was equivalency. 

The researcher found 4 data of equivalency. The data are presented in the table 

4.39 below. 

Table 4.39 Equivalency in the Abstract 9 

No Code Sentences Equivalency 

1 A9.P1.S3-S4 

This study intends to investigate Javanese speech levels 

used by the actors and actresses of Ludruk Marsudi 

Laras Surabaya. The writer uses Poedjosoedarmo’s 

theory (1979) to classify Javanese speech levels. 

Used = uses 

2 A9.P2.S2-S5 

The writer recorded the performance to collect the data. 

There are 30 words from one performance. In analyzing 

the data, the writer used three steps. Firstly, the writer 

selected the utterances performed by the actor and 

actresses.... 

Performance = 

performed 

 

 In the data which is showed in code A9.P1.S3-S4, used and uses are 

indicated as equivalency. They have equivalence relation because they have same 

stem. In the second data in code A9.P2.S2-S5, the word performance and 

performed also have the same stem perform. Equivalency were used to make 

sentences or paragraph cohesive. 
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4.1.1.10 Abstract 10 

The researcher found 5 types of lexical cohesion which were repetition, 

hyponymy, antonymy, meronymy, and equivalency. The explanation of each 

 lexical cohesion occurred in the abstract 10 were presented in the following. 

a. Repetition 

The first type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 10 was repetition. 

The researcher found 13 data of repetition which occurred in the abstract 10. The 

following data in Table 4.30 are the example of repetition in the abstract 10. 

Table 4.40 Repetition in the Abstract 10 

No Code Sentences Repetition 

1 A10.P1.S3 

This present study aims to know the types of lexical 

cohesion used in the Indonesian and English versions of 

Laskar Pelangi and also the similarities and differences 

in the use of lexical cohesion in both novels. 

Lexical 

cohesion 

2 A10.P4.S1-2 

The researcher suggests the English learners to learn 

more about lexical cohesion to make their writing 

cohesive. Furthermore, the future researcher can widen 

the subject and use another object then analyze it using 

other theories of cohesion. 

Researcher  

 

In the first example in code A10.P1.S3, repetition is indicated by the 

words lexical cohesion. The writer repeated those words because the writer was 

discussing about lexical cohesion. Besides, in the second example in code 

A10.P4.S1-S2, the writer of the abstract 10 repeated the word researcher to relate 

sentence one with the sentence 2. 

b. Hyponymy 

The next type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 10 was hyponymy. 

The researcher found only 1 data of hyponymy which occur in the abstract 10. 

The data of hyponymy can be seen in Table 4.41 below. 
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Table 4.41 Hyponymy in the Abstract 10 

No Code Sentences Hyponymy 

1 A10.P3.S7-8 

First, the frequently used lexical cohesion types in 

Indonesian are repetition, antonymy, synonymy, 

collocation, hyponymy, and equivalency, while the 

English are repetition, antonymy, equivalency, 

collocation, synonymy, meronymy, and hyponymy. 

Second, Indonesian version used symploce but the 

English version did not. 

Lexical 

cohesion : 

repetition, 

antonymy, 

synonymy, 

collocation, 

hyponymy, 

meronymy, 

equivalency 

 

 The data in code A10.P3.S7-S8 showed the use of hyponymy. Repetition, 

antonymy, synonymy, collocation, hyponymy, meronymy, equivalency were 

subordinate or types of lexical cohesion. In here, lexical cohesion was the 

superordinate of those group of words.  

c. Antonymy 

The next type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 10 was antonymy. 

The researcher found 3 items of antonymy which occurred in the abstract 10. The 

data were presented in the table 4.42 below. 

Table 4.42 Antonymy in the Abstract 10 

No Code Sentences Antonymy 

1 A10.P1.S3 

This present study aims to know the types of lexical 

cohesion used in the Indonesian and English versions of 

Laskar Pelangi and also the similarities and differences 

in the use of lexical cohesion in both novels. 

Similarities x 

differences 

2 A10.P4.S2 

Furthermore, the future researcher can widen the subject 

and use another object then analyze it using other 

theories of cohesion. 

Subject x object 

 

Antonymy is the two words or more having different meaning. Based on 

the first example in code A10.P1.S3, the word similarities was the antonymy of 
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differences. It showed the opposite meaning of words.  Meanwhile, in the second 

example in code A10.P4.S2, the writer wrote the words subject and object in a 

sentence. The word subject was the antonymy of the word object. Antonymy is 

used to show the opposite meaning of the word. 

d. Meronymy 

The next type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 10 was meronymy. 

The researcher found 1 data of meronymy. Meronymy is relation between words 

which has a part and whole meaning. The data are presented in the table 4.43 

below. 

Table 4.43 Meronymy in the Abstract 10 

No Code Sentences Meronymy 

1 A10.P1.S1 

Lexical cohesion is a linguistic device which helps to 

create cohesiveness of the text. 

Linguistic 

device : lexical 

cohesion 

 

The data of meronymy is in code A10.P1.S1. The words linguistic device 

is the whole meaning relation and lexical cohesion is the part meaning relation. 

So, those words have meronymy connection because there is a part and whole 

meaning relation. 

e. Equivalency 

The last type of lexical cohesion found in the abstract 10 was equivalency. 

The researcher found 2 data of equivalency. The data are presented in the table 

4.44 below. 
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Table 4.44 Equivalency in the Abstract 10 

No Code Sentences Equivalency 

1 A10.P1.S3 

This present study aims to know the types of lexical 

cohesion used in the Indonesian and English versions of 

Laskar Pelangi and also the similarities and differences 

in the use of lexical cohesion in both novels. 

Used = use 

2 A10.P4.S1 

The researcher suggests the English learners to learn 

more about lexical cohesion to make their writing 

cohesive.  

Learners = learn 

 

 In the data which is showed in code A10.P1.S3, used and use are indicated 

as equivalency. Use was the stem itself which has equivalence relation with used. 

In the second data in code A10.P4.S1, the word learners and learn also have 

equivalence relation because learn  was the stem itself and learners formed by the 

stem plus suffix –er and -s. Equivalency were used to make sentences or 

paragraph cohesive. 

 

4.1.2 The Frequency of Each Type of Lexical Cohesion 

After analyzing the data from the 10 thesis abstracts, the researcher found 

165 data of the use of lexical cohesion in the thesis abstracts written by student 

academic year 2011 which consist of 105 Repetition (64%), Synonymy (2%), 

Hyponymy (4%), Antonymy (10%), Meronymy (4%), Collocation (1%), and 

Equivalency (15%). The researcher calculated the percentage based on the 

formula which is showed in the Chapter 3. The types of lexical cohesion that 

occured in the all 10 thesis abstract were repetition and equivalency. From the 

calculation above, the dominant type of lexical cohesion is Repetition (64%). The 
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detail of frequency of each type of lexical cohesion is presented in the Table 4.8 

below.  

Table 4.45 Frequency of Types of Lexical Cohesion 

Types of Lexical Cohesion F (Frequency) % (Percentage) 

Repetition 105 64% 

Synonymy 4 2% 

Hyponymy 7 4% 

Antonymy 15 10% 

Metonymy 7 4% 

Collocation 2 1% 

Equivalency 25 15% 

Total 165 100% 

 

4.2 Discussion 

In this subchapter, the researcher elaborated the discussion in regard to the 

result of the analysis based on the objectives of the study which aimed to find the 

types of lexical cohesion and the dominant types of lexical cohesion in the thesis 

abstract. Based on the finding of the analysis, the researcher had answered the 

problems of the study. 

First of all, the researcher discussed the types of lexical cohesion found in 

the thesis abstract written by student academic year 2011 study program of 

English Universitas Brawijaya. Based on the finding of the analysis, the 

researcher did not find all the types of lexical cohesion in each abstract. However, 
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for the entire 10 abstracts, the researcher found all types of lexical cohesion. In  

here, the researcher discussed about the amount of the types of lexical cohesion in 

the thesis abstracts. The first type of lexical cohesion found was repetition. The 

researcher found 105 (64%) data of repetition in the thesis abstract. Based on the 

percentage, repetition was the most dominant types of lexical cohesion found in 

the thesis abstract. Here, repetition could be in the form of a word or a phrase. The 

repeated word or phrase was used to make relation between one sentence to 

another to make a writing cohesive. The example was in data 10 (A2.P1.S2-S3). 

The data showed the use of repetition in the words new terms. In this case, the 

words new terms was used to relate the third sentences to the previous one. 

Besides, repetition was also used by the writer of the thesis abstract to repeat the 

idea in the second sentences to the next one. Thus, it could be concluded that 

repetition was used to strengthen or emphasize the idea of the paragraph and also 

helped the writer to make the sentences or paragraph cohesive. Yet, frequent use 

of repetition would make writing less effective. 

The second dominant type of lexical cohesion occurred in the thesis 

abstract was equivalency (15%) which was proposed by Sumarlam (2008). 

Equivalency was used to create cohesiveness within the sentences by giving the 

equivalence relation. The example was in data 17 (A3.P1.S3-S4). The words 

reading and reader showed the use of equivalency. Those two words were formed 

by the same stem read followed by suffix –ing and -er. In this case, the function 

of equivalency was to show the existence of equivalence relation  
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Another type of lexical cohesion found in the thesis abstract was antonymy 

(10%). For the example in data 32 (A6.P1.S3), the word traditional was the 

antonym of the word modern. The writer of the thesis abstract applied antonymy 

in that sentence to contrast the two words which clearly had different meaning. 

The writer wanted to show the different characteristic owned by the object 

compared. In this case, there were two different societies that used Kinship terms 

in Lombok which were traditional and modern society. Thus, the antonymy was 

very useful to express the opposite meaning in a sentence or paragraph. 

Hyponymy was also used in the thesis abstract which had the percentage 

4%. Hyponymy referred to something general related to the specific one. The 

example of the use of hyponymy could be seen in data 15 (A2.P2.S3). The writer 

of the thesis abstract used the words compounding, clipping, acronym, and 

blending as the specific idea or the supporting idea (subordinate) of the words 

word formation as the general one (superordinate). In the thesis abstracts, 

hyponymy was used to give specific example or specific kind of the general idea. 

It was also used to inform or to describe something by using superordinate general 

and subordinate. 

Another type of lexical cohesion found in thesis abstract written by student 

of academic year 2011 was meronymy which had the same percentage with 

hyponymy 4 %. Almost similar with hyponymy, meronymy was used to carry the 

idea by showing the part and whole meaning relation. The example was in data 7 

(A1.P3.S2). The words word, phrase, and sentence were considered as 

meronymy. Here, the words word and phrase were the part of the word sentence 
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as the whole meaning relation. The other example was in data 52 (A8.P4.S3). The 

words Bondowoso and Situbondo were the region or the part of East Java. Here, 

the writer of the thesis abstract wanted to mention the areas which were the part of 

East Java.  

The next type of lexical cohesion which was infrequently used in the thesis 

abstracts was synonymy (2%). Synonymy was two words or more which had the 

same meaning. For example was in the data 2 (A1.P1.S2&S5), the writer of the 

thesis abstract used the word express in the second sentence and then used the 

word show in the fifth sentence in a paragraph to avoid repeating too much the 

same word within the writing. Instead of repeating the exact same word, the writer 

used another word, since the use of too much repetition caould make a bored 

paragraph. Synonymy was also used to create variation in terms of word in the 

same meaning relation 

The last type of lexical cohesion was collocation. The occurrences of that 

type were only 2 items or 1%. Collocation dealt with the relationship between 

words which occurred in the same surrounding and often stand together. For 

example by using the word lecturer, teaching and student together in the data 20 

(A3.P4.S2), the writer of the thesis abstract wanted to make the sentences to be 

cohesive. Here, lecturer on duty to teach the students. They were generally 

standing together. So, collocation helped the words associated to each other to 

make the sentences interconnected. 

In this case, the writers used lexical cohesion in their thesis abstracts 

although they were not use all the types in each abstract. Related to the theories 
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that the researcher used, the function of lexical cohesion was practiced well by the 

writer. It meant that the students of academic year 2011 had more knowledge and 

understanding to make their abstract cohesive. By practicing lexical cohesion 

well, the writer also would not make their writing wordy and less effective. 

Compared to the both previous study, in the first previous study which was 

written by Lestari (2009) about lexical cohesion in the Avenged Sevenfold’s lyric, 

she found several types of lexical cohesion. Those were repetition, synonymy, 

hyponymy, and antonymy. Furthermore, the second previous study written by 

Nurin (2014) was about a study of cohesion in classification essays. Nurin found 

the types of lexical cohesion which were only repetition, synonymy, hyponymy, 

superordinate, antonymy, general word, and colloction. She not only found the 

types of lexical cohesion but also grammatical cohesion. 

The result of the recent study was different from those two previous 

studies. The researcher combined the theory by Renkema (2004) and Sumarlam 

(2008), so the types of lexical cohesion more than others. There were 7 types of 

lexical cohesion. In this recent study, the researcher found all of those types. 

Those were repetition, synonymy, hyponymy, antonymy, meronymy, collocation, 

and equivalency. Repetiton was the most dominant types used in the thesis 

abstracts. The next most frequent used by the writers of the thesis abstracts after 

repetition were equivalency and antonymy.  

From the discussion above, the researcher could conclude that lexical 

cohesion or lexical choices in writing a thesis abstract was needed. Therefore, the 

students of English Study Program should learn more about lexical cohesion and 
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how it is used. So, they could practice it well when they wrote a thesis abstract. 

The thesis abstract that they wrote also must be more effective and cohesive after 

they understood about the use of lexical cohesion. 

The researcher hoped that the result of this study could be beneficial for 

students of study program of english who are studying Discourse Analysis course. 

They can see the explanation and the examples of the use of lexical cohesion in 

this study to conduct some exercises or a mini research in discourse analysis. So, 

they can get more knowledge about lexical cohesion not only from a hand out but 

also from the result of this study. The result of this study also useful not only in 

Discourse analysis course but also in other courses. Especially the courses that the 

students should make a writing product like Expository Essay course. The use of 

lexical cohesion could be practiced also in that course. The result of this study 

also be beneficial for students who want to write an abstract for their thesis. They 

can checked their thesis abstract by theirselves to know whether their thesis 

abstract is cohesive and effective or not by the understanding of the use of lexical 

cohesion. 
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CHAPTER 5 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

 

 This chapter the conclusion which is drawn based on the result of the 

analysis an suggestion which is intended to give recommendation to the 

Department of Languages and Literatures students, lecturers, and the future 

researchers who are going to do further studies in the same field. 

 

5.1 Conclusion 

This research was conducted to find out the types of lexical cohesion in the 

thesis abstracts written by students of academic year 2011 of English study 

program of Universitas Brawijaya. This study employed two theories to find the 

two formulated research problems namely types of lexical cohesion by Renkema 

(2004) and Sumarlam (2008) and the most dominant types of lexical cohesion.  

Based on a thorough analysis, the researcher found in the abstract 1: 

repetition, synonymy, antonymy, meronymy, and equivalency; abstract 2: 

repetition, hyponymy, meronymy, and equivalency; abstract 3: repetition, 

hyponymy, antonymy, collocation, and equivalency; abstract 4: repetition, 

hyponymy, antonymy, meronymy, and equivalency; abstract 5: repetition, 

hyponymy, and equivalency; abstract 6: repetition, hyponymy, antonymy, 

meronymy, and equivalency; abstract 7: repetition, synonymy, collocation, and 

equivalency; abstract 8: repetition, meronymy, and equivalency; abstract 9: 

repetition, synonymy, hyponymy, antonymy, and equivalency; abstract 10: 
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repetition, hyponymy, antonymy, meronymy,and equvalency. So, for the amount 

finding, the researcher found all the types of the lexical cohesion in the 10 

abstracts which are 105 repetition, 4 synonymy, 7 hyponymy, 15 antonymy, 7 

meronymy, 2 collocation, and 25 equivalency. Furthermore, the most dominant 

type of lexical cohesion employed in the thesis abstracts is repetition whose total 

is 105 data or 64%. 

The use of repetition is so frequent because by repeating the same word or 

phrase the writer of thesis abstract can relate one sentence or paragraph to another. 

Besides, the writers use repetition to emphasize and strengthen what the writer 

discussed about. However, using repetition excesively in a writing will cause the 

abstract becomes wordy and uneffective. 

In general, the use of lexical cohesion or lexical choices in the thesis 

abstract is needed. Furthermore, the use of lexical cohesion in writing text is very 

important. Lexical cohesion can help the writer to make interconnected sentences 

so that the writer can create cohesiveness in their writing. 

 

5.1 Suggestions 

After conducting a study on lexical cohesion, the researcher provides some 

suggestions for Department of Languages and Literatures students and the next 

researchers who are going to conduct a similar study. For the students of 

Department of Languages and Literatures, the researcher suggests to learn more 

about cohesive devices especially lexical cohesion and use it correctly in order to 

make an effective and good writing. 
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For the next researcher, the researcher suggests to use other objects such as 

news article, script drama, journal and etc in English or in Bahasa Indonesia. By 

using them as the object, it may present different results. It is also suggested to the 

next researcher to widen the subject by using both of cohesive devices 

grammatical and lexical cohesion and using the other theories to analyze it. In 

addition, the results of this study have not been perfect because of the limitations 

of researcher’s ability and analysis, so it should be continued or improved by the 

next researcher.  
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APPENDIX 1: Types of Lexical Cohesion 

No Code Sentences 
Lexical Cohesion 

Rep Syn Hyp Ant Mer Col Equ 

1 A1.P1.S1-S3 

Language (1) is a fundamental device used (2) by 

people (3) to communicate. A sentence or an 

utterance in which people (3) use (2) to express their 

feelings and thoughts is generally containing either 

literal meaning (4) or non-literal meaning (4). One 

kind of of non-literal meaning is connotative 

meaning which is subjective and not perceived the 

same way by the speakers of a language (1). 

1 

3 
  4   2 

2 A1.P1.S2&S5 

A sentence or an utterance in which people use to 

express (1) their feelings.... This reseach is aimed to 

show (1) the interpretation of ..... 
 1      

3 AI.P1.S2-S5 

..... is generally containing (1) either literal meaning 

or non-literal meaning. One kind of of non-literal 

meaning is connotative meaning (2) which is 

subjective and not perceived the same way by the 

speakers of a language. This research (3) focuses on 

analysing the connotative meaning (2) contained 

(1) in Linkin Park’s song lyrics..... This reseach (3) 

is aimed to..... 

2 
3 

     1 

4 A1.P1.S5-S6 

....the messages of the songs (1), and the 

contribution of the connotations (2) to the messages. 

The problems of the study are 1. What are the 

expressions containing connotative (2) meanings in 

the song lyrics of Linkin Park’s A Thousand Suns 

album (3), 2. What are the messages of the songs (1) 

in Linkin Park’s A Thousand Suns (3) album 

and..... 

1 
3 

     2 

5 A1.P2.S1-S3 

This research (1) used qualitative approach because 

the data (2) are in the form of song lyrics (3). 

Documentary analysis was applied to find out the 

connotative meaning contained in the song lyrics (3), 

the messages, and the cotribution of the connotations 

to the messages of the songs. The researcher (1) 

collected the data (2) by downloading the songs and 

the lyrics.... 

2 
3 

     1 

6 A1.P2.S2&S4 

Documentary analysis (1) was applied to find out the 

connotative meaning contained in the song lyrics, the 

messages, and the cotribution (2) of the 

connotations to the messages (3) of the songs..... 

Then the researcher analyzed (1) the data 

by......figuring out the messages, and correlating the 

contribution (2) of the connotations to the 

messages(3). 

2 
3 

     1 
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No Code Sentences 
Lexical Cohesion 

Rep Syn Hyp Ant Mer Col Equ 

7 A1.P3.S2-S3 

The connotative meaning found is carried (1) within 

words, phrases (2), and also sentences (2). The 

messages conveyed (1) in the songs are mostly 

motivating and persuasive. 

 1   2   

8 A1.P3.S2&S5 

The connotative meaning found (1) is carried 

within....  The connotations found (1) in the song 

lyrics play an important role in creating particular 

tenses and delivering the messages. 

1       

9 A1.P4.S1-S2 

The researcher (1) suggests the next researchers 

conduct a research (1) in semantics held by using 

(2) different (3) object of the study such as 

Indonesian songs. Also, different (3) theory may be 

used (2) as well in order to get more understanding 

about connotative meaning. 

3      
1 
2 

10 A2.P1.S2-S3 

People produce new terms (1) for naming their new 

inventions or products. These new terms (1) passed 

series of word formation processes.... 
1       

11 A2.P1.S3-S5 

These new terms passed series of word formation 

processes (1) before they were used in daily life. One 

of the examples which can be found (2) in the real 

life is terms of motorcycle sparepart (3). In this 

research,the writer analyzes the word formation 

processes (1) of terms of Honda (4) sparepart found 

(2) in the list of Honda (4) Genuine Part sparepart 

(3) using Yule’s theory. 

1 
2 
3 
4 

      

12 A2.P1.S5-S6 

In this research,the writer analyzes (1) the word 

formation processes of ..... The purposes of this 

research are to analyze (1) the word formation 

processes..... 

      1 

13 A2.P2.S1-S2 

In this research (1), the writer (2) uses document 

analysis as the research design since this research 

(1) describes the word formation processes of terms 

of sparepart (4) found in the list of Honda Genuine 

Part sparepart. Specifically, the writer (2) chooses 

Honda Beat PGM-FI motorcycle (3) (4) as the object 

of the research because this is the most selling 

motorcycle (3) in Indonesia in 2014. 

1 
2 
3 

   4   

14 A2.P3.S1-S2 

Research results reveal that derivation (1) is the 

dominant process in the forming of terms of Honda 

sparepart. There are 46 terms of sparepart which are 

categorized as derivation (1) out of 64 total terms. 

1       

15 A2.P3.S3 

There are other word formation types found, they 

are compounding with 9 terms, clipping with 5 

terms, acronyms with 3 terms, and blending (1) with 

only one term. 

  1     
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No Code Sentences 
Lexical Cohesion 

Rep Syn Hyp Ant Mer Col Equ 

16 A3.P1.S1-S2 

Reading (1) is one of basic human skills (2) beside 

listening, speaking, and writing (2) which functions 

for helping people to gain new information. Miscue 

Analysis (3) is a method which attempt to analyze 

(3) the unexpected responses of unfamiliar text which 

occurs in oral reading (1). 

1  2    3 

17 A3.P1.S3-S5 

Retrospective Miscue Analysis (RMA) was used in 

this study (1) by comprising reading (2) text aloud, 

retelling and discussion session. These steps helped 

the readers (2) develop their reading skills. This 

study (1) was conducted to find out the answer to 

what the oral reading miscue types are produced by 

the good (3) and poor (3) readers from.... 

1   3   2 

18 A3.P3.S1-S2 

The results (1) showed (2) the good readers group 

made 23 (47%) omissions, 9 (19%) substitutions, 7 

(14%) insertions, 6 (12%) self-repetitions, an 44 

(8%) repetitions. Then, the results (1) of factors 

contributing miscues production showed (2) the two 

students were influenced by linguistic and affective 

factor. 

1 
2 

      

19 A3.P3.S6 

The result of the study showed that the good readers 

(1) and poor readers (2) made miscues in their oral 

reading, although the good readers (1) made fewer 

miscues than the poor readers (2). 

1 
2 

      

20 A3.P4.S1-S2 

The writer suggests (1) for the further writer who 

wants to conduct a study in the same field of RMA to 

use different subjects and instruments. Then, the 

writer suggests (1) for the lecturers (2) to develop 

their strategy of teaching (2) reading for the students 

(2). 

1     2  

21 A4.P1.S1-S2 

Language function (1) is the specific purpose in 

communication between the addresser (2) and the 

addressee (2). Language function (1) can be found 

in political speeches, talk show TV, daily 

conversation, a lyric of song, a conversation in novel, 

etc. 

1   2    

22 A4.P1.S3-S4 

This present study aims to know the laguage function 

used by (1) the main characters (2) and the most 

dominant langauge function used by (1) the main 

character (2). 

1 
2 

      

23 A4.P2.S2-S3 

Document analysis is also used (1) since the data (2) 

taken from a novel which (3) is text document. This 

research uses (1) Jacobson’s theory (1960) which (3) 

has six types language functions to analyze the data 

(2). 

2 
3 

     1 
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No Code Sentences 
Lexical Cohesion 

Rep Syn Hyp Ant Mer Col Equ 

24 A4.P3.S1-S2 

This study reveals that there are six language 

functions (1) used by the six characters (Alif, Atang, 

Said, Dulmajid, Baso, and Raja) in The Land of Five 

Towers novel (2); emotive function, conative 

function, poetic function, phatic function, and 

referential function (1). The language function 

which is frequently used by the main characters in 

the novel (2) is referential function. 

2  1     

25 A4.P4.S1 

The researcher suggests the next researcher who are 

interested in discourse analysis (1) to analyze other 

element except language function, such as 

coherent,staging, (1) and others. 

    1   

26 A5.P1.S1-S2 

This study investigates the illocutionary act (1) on 

the postings of Joko Widodo on Joko Widodo 

Facebook fan page (2) during his campaign period. 

There are 2 problems of study namely (1) What are 

the types of illocutionary acts (1) used in Joko 

Widodo Facebook fan page (2)?.... 

1 
2 

      

27 A5.P2.S2-S4 

The data (1) were taken from Joko Widodo 

Facebook fan page. Specifically, the data (1) were 

the postings (2) of the Facebook fan page during his 

campaign from 5 June 2014 until 5 July 2014. The 

theory of Searle (1979) was employed to figure out 

the illocutionary acts in the postings (2) of Joko 

Widodo Facebook fan page. 

1 
2 

      

28 A5.P3.S1&S3 

The results of this study showed that all types of 

illocutionary act (1) were found, except 

declaratives (1). ...... Based on the analysis, 

assertives (1) were the most frequently used act, 

followed by expressives, directives, and 

commisives (1). 

  1     

29 A5.P3.S2 

There were 27 sentences (1) containing (2) 

assertives, 21 sentences (1) containing (2) 

directives.....  

1 
2 

      

30 A5.P4.S3-S4 

The writer (1) suggests (2) the next researcher (4) 

who wants to conduct the similar research (4) to use 

another subject and scope (3). For example, in terms 

of scope the writer (1) suggests (2) to expand the 

scope (3) such as figuring the perlocutionary act as 

well. 

1 
2 
3 

     4 

31 A6.P1.S1-S2 

Kinship (1) is relations (2) shared by human through 

blood tie and marriage. Kinship (1) terms are used to 

express the relations (2). 

1 
2 

      

32 A6.P1.S3 

In this study, the writer identified kinship terms used 

by traditional (1) and modern (1) society of Sasak 

in East Lombok. 

   1    
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33 A6.P2.S1-S2 

The study used qualitatve approach, employing in 

total 40 participants (1). 10 participants (1) were 

Limbungan villagers (2) and 30 participants (1) 

were Selong citizens (2). 

1   2    

34 A6.P2.S3 

30 participants from Selong (1) were divided into 3 

groups, namely students group, modern job group, 

and social and politic organizations group (1). 

    1   

35 A6.P2.S1&S5 

The study used qualitatve approach (1), employing 

(2) in total 40 participants.... To analyze (3) the data, 

the writer employed (2) componential analysis (3) 

approach (1) by Kreidler (1998) to trace the 

meaning of each kinship term. 

1      
2 
3 

36 A6.P3.S1 

This study reveals that Sasak kinship terms (1) like 

Amaq (2), Inaq (2), and Amaq Kaka are still used in 

traditional society though there are also some adapted 

kinship terms (1) from Bahasa Indonesia like Kakak 

(3), Adik (3), and Ipar. 

1   
2 
3 

   

37 A6.P3.S2-S3 

Meanwhile in modern society (1), other languages 

(2) like Javanese and Bahasa Indonesia (2) kinship 

terms are also used by the citizens. It can be seen 

from the kinship terms Mamak (3), Bapak (3), Pak 

De (4), and Bu De (4) which are used by modern 

society (1). 

1  2 
3 
4 

   

38 A6.P3.S5 

In terms of componential analysis [male] (1) (2) and 

[female] (1) (2) semantic features are identified more 

in modern society since they tend to determine the 

sex (2) the person they refer to. 

   1 2   

39 A6.P4.S1-S3 

For the next researchers (1), similar study (2) can 

be conducted using descriptive qualitative 

approach (3). Through descriptive qualitative 

approach (3), the next researcher (1) may know the 

percentage of people who still apply Sasak kinship 

terms and at the same time can describe the 

phenomenon holistically. Kinship studies (2) in other 

vernaculars..... 

1 
3 

     2 

40 A7.P1.S1-S2 

Background knowledge (1) is one of the important 

factors in L2 reading (2). Culture (3) knowledge is a 

background knowledge (1) which is concerned 

about culture (3) of the content in reading (2) 

material. 

1 
2 
3 

      

41 A7.P1.S3-S4 

By activating culture background knowledge (1), the 

students (2) can (3) comprehend text easily because 

they can (3) have prior knowledge (1) before they 

start to read (4). Knowing the students (2) reading 

(4) preference is also necessary and... 

1 
2 
3 

     4 
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42 A7.P1.S4-S5 

... and it can be seen from their attitude (1) and the 

culture familiarity in reading comprehension process. 

Thus, this study is aimed to investigate the students’ 

attitude (1) toward reading two different cultural .... 

1       

43 A7.P2.S1-S3 

Quasi-experimental research (1) design is used (2) 

in order to investigate the issue in relation to the 

attitude. Mixed method research (1) is also used (2) 

in presenting the data (3). The data (3) were 

obtained from “Attitude Questionnaire (4)” and 

“Reading Interview” questionnaire (4). 

1 
2 
3 
4 

      

44 A7.P3.S1&S3 

The result of the study reveals (1) that the students of 

“Critical Reading” class have high attitude in English 

reading (3.74)..... The different attitudes give 

explanation that the students have not been showing 

(1) any critical thinking. 

 1      

45 A7.P3.S2 

In terms of reading the two different cultural (1) 

contents of short story (2), the students’ attitude is 

higher in responding the story (2) which is familiar 

to them, in this case is Indonesian culture  (1) 

background (3) (3.63) rather than western culture 

background (3) (3.59) 

2 
3 

     1 

46 A7.P3.S3-S5 

The different(1) attitudes give explanation that the 

students (2) have not been showing any critical 

thinking. Indonesian culture help the students (2) to 

gain prior knowledge in comprehending (3) the text 

(4). In the other hand, western culture contained new 

vocabularies and had different (1) culture which 

make the students (2) needed more time in 

comprehending (3) the text (4) entirely. 

1 
2 
3 
4 

      

47 A7.P4.S1 

The next researchers (1) are suggested to conduct 

research (1) using different methods, objects and 

instruments. 

      1 

48 A7.P4.S3 

For teachers (1), hopefully this result can be 

consideration to choose reading materials which are 

culturually familiar to help the students (1) in.... 

     1  

49 A8.P1.S1-S3 

Indonesia consists of a lot of regions (1), with 

different (2) spoken languages (3) which are caused 

by historical. Each region (1) has different (2) 

spoken language (3) called dialect (4). Therefore, 

there are some differences (5) and factors that 

influence dialect (4) differences (5). 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

      

50 A8.P1.S4-S5 

The writer has conducted a study focusing on (1) 

Dialect differences of Madurese spoken in Jugrug 

(1) Kranang (2) (2) The historical factors 

influencing the varieties of Jugrug (1) and Kranang 

(2) dialect. 

1 
2 
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51 A8.P2.S1-S3 

The research design of the study (1) is qualitative 

approach. Case study (1) applied in the study (1) is 

to analyze the differences of Jugrug and Kranang 

dialects and historical factor (2) which make both of 

village different in vocabulary (3). The data are 

taken from vocabulary (3) of Madurese language 

and historical factor (2). 

1 
2 
3 

      

52 A8.P4.S2-S3 

The writer suggests (1) English Study Program to 

provide more references dealing with the study so... 

He also suggests (1) the next researcher (2) to 

conduct research (2) on the other two dialects of 

madurese on another area, for example Bondowodo 

and Situbondo (3) dialects (4) which are related to 

the dialects (4) in East Java (3). 

1 
4 

   3  2 

53 A9.P1.S1-S2 

Javanese has speech levels (1) of communication. 

Speech levels (1) are forms that indicate social 

position and respect toward the addressee.  
1       

54 A9.P1.S3-S4 

This study intends to investigate Javanese speech 

levels (1) used (2) by the actors (3) and actresses (3) 

of Ludruk Marsudi Laras Surabaya. The writer uses 

(2) Poedjosoedarmo’s theory (1979) to classify 

Javanese speech levels (1). 

1   3   2 

55 A9.P1.S3&S6 

This study intends to investigate (1) Javanese speech 

levels used by the actors (2) and actresses (3) of 

Ludruk Marsudi Laras Surabaya (4).... the first is to 

find out (1) the Javanese speech levels applied by the 

actors (2) and actresses (3) of Ludruk Marsudi 

Laras Surabaya (4) and the second..... 

2 
3 
4 

1      

56 A9.P2.S2-S5 

The writer (1)  recorded the performance (2) (3) to 

collect the data (4). There are 30 words from one 

performance (2). In analyzing the data(4), the 

writer (1) used three steps. Firstly, the writer (1) 

selected the utterances performed(3) by the actor 

and actresses.... 

1 
2 
4 

     3 

57 A9.P2.S4&S7 

In analyzing (1) the data, the writer used (2) three 

steps. ... Last, the writer analyzed (1) the words and 

the factors influenced the actors and actresses in 

using (2) types of Javanese speech levels.... 

      
1 
2 

58 A9.P3.S1 

This research reveals that there are thirty words 

which categorized in Javanese speech levels (1) 

which are divided into three types; twenty words of 

Ngoko Lugu (1) such as Takon and Koen, one word 

of Madya Krama (1) such as Sampeyan and nine 

words of Krama Inggil (1) such as Panjenengan and 

Kula. 

  1     
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59 A9.P3.S1 

....twenty words of Ngoko Lugu such as (1) Takon 

and Koen, one word of Madya Krama such as (1) 

Sampeyan and nine words of Krama Inggil such as 

(1) Panjenengan (2) and Kula (2). 

1   2    

60 A9.P4.S1-S2 

The writer (1) as a linguistics student who concerns 

about language issue and the writer (1) interests to 

discuss Javanese (2) language related to speech 

levels (3) that usually used in daily conversation. The 

writer (1) suggests for the future researchers to 

analyze speech levels (3) in ther languages which 

have speech levels (3) in Indonesia beside Javanese 

(2). 

1 
2 
3 

      

61 A10.P1.S1-S2 

Lexical cohesion (1) is a linguistic device (1) which 

helps to create cohesiveness (2) of the text (3). One 

kind of text (3) that has to have cohesiveness (2) is 

novel. 

2 
3 

   1   

62 A10.P1.S3 

This present study aims to know the types of lexical 

cohesion (1) used (2) in the Indonesian and English 

versions of Laskar Pelangi and also the similarities 

(3) and differences (3) in the use (2) of lexical 

cohesion (1) in both novels. 

1   3   2 

63 A10.P2.S2 

Qualitative approach is used to (1) describe the 

analysis of the lexical cohesion found in the novels 

(2). Quantitative approach is used to (1) count  the 

total number and the percentage of the lexical 

cohesion used in (3) the novels (2). Document(4) 

analysis is also used in (3) this study since the data 

was taken from novel in which it employs text or 

document (4). 

1 
2 
3 
4 

      

64 A10.P3.S2&6 

There are (1) 3 similarities (2) found in the analysis 

(3). ... Moreover, there are (1) 2 differences (2) 

found in the analysis (3). 

1 
3 

  2    

65 A10.P3.S7-8 

First, the frequently used lexical cohesion (1) types 

in Indonesian (2) are repetition, antonymy, 

synonymy, collocation, hyponymy, and 

equivalency (1), while the English (3) are 

repetition, antonymy, equivalency, collocation, 

synonymy, meronymy, and hyponymy (1). Second, 

Indonesian (2) version (4) used symploce but the 

English (3) version (4) did not. 

2 
3 
4 

 1     

66 A10.P4.S1-2 

The researcher (1) suggests the English learners (2) 

to learn (2) more about lexical cohesion to make 

their writing cohesive. Furthermore, the future 

researcher (1) can widen the subject (3) and use 

another object (3) then analyze it using other theories 

of cohesion. 

1   3   2 
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