Figure 5 P(w1functional,w2 content) | P(w2,w1content, functional)Correlation profile for word pairFrequency

EntropyBit Length

3 4 5

7 8 9 LanguageFigure 1 4 5 6 7 8 9Entropy profile as an indicator of character bit-length87654321

Candidate word patterns using the three most frequent patterns as seperators050100150200250300350400450

4

10

16

22

28

Word length

FrequencyFigure 2: Candidate word-length distributions using the 3 most frequent characters.Multiple samples from Indo-European, Bantu, Semitic, Finno-Ugrian, and Malayo-Polynesian language groups0.005.0010.0015.0020.0025.00

1

4

7

13

19

25Word length

Frequency %Figure 3

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9Number of words between

Figure 4Number of words between candidate functional wordsFunctionWordseparation inEnglish.1

10vbj j p r e pa r t c c r b cn o u 101520253035frequency di s ta OS Ve rb sFigure 6: VB-tag profileOffsetsFigure 7CnounJjRbPrepCcVbArtCnounb, l3d*l2b*b*, l6d, l2d, l2Jjb*bd, l5,9l2l2,4dd, l3RbZ, l5l7bb*d, l9bl2Prepd*, l2l2d*, l7d, l3l3Z*,l9bCcd*, l3:4bb, Z6l4Zl5b*Vbl2l2bb*d, Z9Zb*Artb*b*d, l3,8Z, l2Z*ZZ, l4Key: Z = Zero bigram - or at offset specified - occurrences. d = Very weak bonding - near zero - atbigram occurrences. b = Strong bonding at bigram co-occurrences. * = Indicates opposing cohesivetrend when P.O.S. reversed. ln = High peak beyond bigram at offset distance of �n�. F = Flatdistribution across offsets - bigram bonding evident.