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Discourse is a general term for talk and discussion. Discourse analysis has gained 
popularity not only in fields that address language use (e.g., communication studies), 
but also across diverse disciplines, including natural and social sciences. Given the 
transdisciplinarity, this handbook adopts different definitions of discourse, aiming to
foster academic engagement across various fields. Hence, the concept of discourse
here is not limited to its traditional scope of “the language above the sentence or the
clause” (Stubbs, 1983, p.12) or “utterance” (Schiffrin, 1994, p. 39). Instead, dis-
course can also be taken as a meaningful action aimed at achieving social purposes
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and as “a type of social practice” (Fairclough, 1989, p. 28). Such diverse perspec-
tives on discourse highlight its complexity and necessitate the use of the title 
“discourse studies” for this handbook, rather than “discourse analysis.”
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Discourse studies not only focus on “language-in-text,” but also on “language-in-
context.” Unlike handbooks that predominantly draw on discursive data from 
European and American contexts, often neglecting other regions, this handbook 
focuses on the Persian context, which has received limited scholarly attention. It 
aims to engage the widest possible audience by showcasing how discourse analysis 
has been developed in the Persian context. The contributors to this handbook are 
researchers specializing in Persian discourse studies. We have designed this hand-
book to be accessible to readers from various academic backgrounds and disciplines,
demonstrating how Persian discourse analysis might be relevant to their studies.
Through this handbook, readers will gain insight into how theories, methods, and
approaches are applied to different types of discursive data. This knowledge will
assist them to place their future research within the broader academic field.

This handbook mainly focuses on the empirical analysis of Iranian discourse data, 
rather than theoretical chapters. It explains how some popular approaches (e.g., critical 
discourse studies, cognitive discourse analysis, corpus-based discourse analysis, prag-
matic approaches, and interdisciplinary approaches) are applied to the study of Persian 
discours es across various domains. Before presenting the detailed outline of the
handbook in section “Outline of Cont ent,” we provide a brief introduction to each 
of these approaches and their possible applications in sections “Critical Discours e
Studies (CDS ),”  “Cognitive Discourse Anal ysis,”  “Corpus-Based Discourse Ana ly-
sis,”  “Discourse and Its Interface with Pragmatics,”  “Interdisciplinary Approaches to
Discourse Analys is,” and “Social and Political Applications.” 

Critical Discourse Studie s (CDS)

Critical discourse studies (CDS), also referred to as critical discourse analysis (CDA) 
in this handbook, has developed from critical linguistics—a linguistic approach to 
studying the role of ideology and powe r relations. It seeks to raise awareness of
social inequality, misrepresentation, and discrimination in discourse (Fowler et al.,
1979). Like other discourse analytical approaches, CDS takes text as the main unit of 
analysis. Through years of theoretical and methodological development, CDS has 
expanded beyo nd linguistic analysis. Regarding language as a form of social prac-
tice, social behavior, and social action (Fairclough, 1989), CDS has become a 
problem-driven approach to studying significant social issues. Contextualized 
methods are applied to examine natural language data in historical, sociopolitical, 
and cultural contexts. Such methods aim to uncover the ideological motivations,
sociopolitical structures, and power relations embedded in discourse, thus making
implicit and hidden social features explicit.

CDS draws largely on social theories to relate language to society. To CDS 
researchers, discourse and society are in dialectical relations (Tan, 2023). Discourse 
shapes society, while society, in turn, influences the production and reproduction of 
discourse. Specifically, individuals produce discourses through social interactions,



while the discourses of social groups create the social world. At the same time, social 
conventions and social structures constrain the discourses of individuals. The 
implicit social components embedded in discourse, i.e., power, ideology, and iden-
tity, constitute the three main research foci of critical discourse studies.
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According to Foucau lt (1982), power is exercised by elites or the ruling class to 
assert legitimate control over the lower classes. This could be achieved through the 
dissemination of values vi a instruments of public opinion, such as newspapers (Joll,
1977). The successful dissemination of such values often results in the subordinate 
class consenting to leadership’s  power and legitimacy (Cox, 2004). Discursive power 
can be exercised over social actors through conventions in discourse and can be 
maintained through the inclusion or exclusion of social actors in a given discourse
(Wodak, 2014). This handbook sheds light on unequal power relations and power 
structures in Iran through empirical analyses. For instance, Aref Hossei ni’s analysis of
urban layouts in ▶Chap. 4 examines how city planning reflects power st ructures.

Another important concept in CDS is ideology, defined as a set of beliefs and values 
that influence social relations. Ideology is associated with particular social groups and 
is disseminated to advance their interests. Hence, it not only reflects so cial reality but
also sustains, constitutes, and creates it (Gee, 1990). Exploitative by nature, ideology is 
often rationalized and naturalized in discourse through the depiction of a positive “Us” 
(in-group) and a negative “Other” (out-group) (van Dijk, 1998). Several chapters in 
this handbook explore the concept of ideology in Persian discourse. For instance,
▶Chap. 3 examines how Iranian advertisements promoting particular products in Iran 
act as conduits of ideology, while▶Chap. 2 4 scrutinizes language users’ awareness of 
language ideologies in Persia n poetry classes.

Identity is another important dimension of CDS and can be defined as how people 
perceive themselves in relation to others in society. Identity is differentiated into 
individual identity and group identity. While individuals draw on shared knowledge 
in discourse to form their individual identities, social groups acquire group identity 
by virtue of collective memories over time. Identity and social structure are in a
dialectical relation: identity constitutes the social structure where collections of
attitudes and discursive perspectives are entrenched, while simultaneously being
shaped by shared values and beliefs in discourse (Tan, 2023). Both individual and 
group identities are dynamic. Social practices, particularly discourses, play a central 
role in producing identity. As social practices vary across time and place, socially
constructed identities can shift with historical periods and countries (Allan, 2016). 
Similar to other handbooks on CDS, identity is a central research focus in this 
handbook. Several chapters explore the construction of identity across different
discourses, including political discourse (e.g., ▶Chap. 4), entertainment discourse 
(e.g., ▶Chap. 1 1), and academic discourse (e.g., ▶Chap. 24). 

CDS comprises a group of pivotal approaches to studying social processes. These 
established approaches range from traditional theoretical-analytical approaches to 
newer approaches that emphasize the interconnections between cognition, corpora, 
and society. They include Ruth Wodak’s discourse-historical approach, Teun van 
Dijk’s socio-cognitive approach, Norman Fairclough’s dialectical-relational approach, 
Foucauldian discourse analysis, and Theo van Leeuwen’s social practice approach.
These approaches draw on different linguistic theories. Among them, Michael
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Halliday’s systemic functional linguistics has been widely applied to examine how the 
semantic aspect of words carries pragmatic meanings within so cial contexts
(Flowerdew & Richardson, 2017). Other linguistic theories, such as pragmatics 
theories (e.g., theories on speech acts), have also been applied to explore the relations 
between text and context. Some of these approaches and theories will be illustrated in 
this handbook. For exampl e, Fairclough’s and Foucauldian discourse analytical
approaches are examined in ▶Chaps. 3, 4, 5,  a  nd 6, while theories on speech acts 
and discourse markers are expounded in ▶Chaps. 15, 16, 17,  a  nd 18. 
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Cognitive Discourse Analys is

Cognitive linguistic approaches have made important contributions to (critical) 
discourse studies, particularly to van Dijk’s socio-cognitive view (e.g., van Dijk,
2006). The socio-cognitive view argues that mental models link the micro-level of 
textual meaning with the macro-level of social structure. With the social-cognitive
framework, cognitive linguists “relate discourse and action to cognition and society”
(van Dijk, 2015, p. 479). According to Hart (2012), concepts in cognitive linguistics 
can provide a “toolkit” for (critical) discourse studies, and (critical) discourse studies 
“offer cognitive linguistics the opportunity to extend its analyses beyond linguistic 
and conceptual structure to include the constraints that these place on societal 
structure” (p. 323). In this handbook, Rezaeipanah and Moqarab integrate cognitive 
semantic theory with discourse theory to analyze how the antagonistic identity of the 
Other (particularly, the USA and Israel) is mobilized in the Iranian government’s 
revolutionary rituals. At the micro-level, they examine how the imperialistic and
arrogant USA and Israel are represented through Leonard Talmy’s force-dynamic
patterns. At the macro-level, they employ Ernesto Laclau and Chantal Mouffe’s
discourse theory to identify the effects of Islamic ideologies (e.g., Islamic and
radicalistic traditions) on the identity construction of the USA and Israel.

The cognitive turn in (critical) discourse studies has led to the inclusion of metaphor 
studies as a cognitive linguistic approach to discovering the epistemic ground of 
ideology construction in discourse (Tan et al., 2024). By linking linguistic patterns 
with social patterns, metaphor analysis seeks to increase awareness of the social 
relations that are forged and reinforced through language use. The most popular 
cognitive linguistic th eory applied in this area so far might be Lakoff and Johnson’s
(1980/2003) conceptual metaphor theory (CMT). According to CMT, metaphor is a 
central device of conceptualization in structuring a cross-domain mapping from a 
concrete source domain to a more abstract target domain (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980/ 
2003, p. 5). We not only speak with metaphors but also think with metaphors. The 
analysis of conceptual metaphors can expose the sociopolitical implications of meta-
phorically triggered mental models (van Dijk, 2014). Recognizing the significance of 
conceptual metaphor theory in discourse analysis, this handbook includes two chapters 
dedicated to the analysis of conceptual metaph ors in Persian discourse. Whereas
▶Chap. 10 displays how conceptual metaphors can convey political concepts and 
identities in speeches of Iranian presidents, ▶Chap. 1 1 explores how women are 
diachronically represented through conceptual metaphors in Iranian Cinema.
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Building on conceptual metaphor theory within the field of critical discourse 
analysis, Charteris-Black (2004) created critical metaphor analysis (CMA). Analyzing 
and interpreting metaphorical expressions, the CMA approach seeks to uncover 
intentions and ideologies hidden in discourse and br ing them to the surface for
inspection (Fowler, 1991,  p.  89).  Compared  with  CMT,  the  CMA  approach  focuses  
more on the pragmatic aspect of metaphor. It treats metaphor as a figure of speech and 
studies howmetaphors can be used to attain certain discursive goals.▶Chapters 9, 10, 
an d 11 of this handbook are examples of how the CMA approach is applied in Persian 
discourse. For instance, in ▶Chap. 9, Ebrahim Badakhshan and Koyar Khaledian 
employ the framework of CMA and blending theory to expose the pragmatic functions 
of top frequent metaphorical expressions in Iranian news websites.

In addition to language, discourse can be realized in different semiotic systems 
(e.g., gesture, depiction) and in various modes (e.g., vision, hearing, smell, touch, 
and taste). There has been an increasing interest in studying cognitive phenomena
from the perspective of multimodal critical discourse analysis. This handbook
includes a pioneering study of multimodal discourse analysis in the Persian context.
In ▶Chap. 4, Aref Hosseini demonstrates how multimodal discourse analysis can 
offer a powerful lens for analyzing the built environment and the materiality of urban
spaces (e.g., architecture) as a complex semiotic system.

Another significant semiotic system in discourse analysis is gesture. Social actors 
embody part of their utterances through gestures, which help them reason or construct 
abstract aspects. From the aspect of embodied cognition, multimodal discourse ana-
lysts claim that gestures/movements can entail embodied concepts in the literal sense 
of words. Expressions, particularly metaphorical ones, can be ob served in gestures and
movements that explicitly or implicitly involve metaphor. According to Müller and
Ladewig (2013), metaphoric bodily gesture/movement is a particular kind of embod-
ied conceptualization, as these bodily gestures/movements address the sensorimotor 
experience in situ, right in the location of the body that is at stake. For instance, Górska
(2014) revealed, in the film Pina, the salience of the metaphoric mapping EMOTIONAL 

SUPPORT IS PHYSICAL SUPPORT is attained through repetitive movements (the woman 
falling and a man giving her support) accompanied by a recurrent falling and rising 
pitch of the waltz. This handbook contains two interesting chapters (▶Chaps. 7 and 14) 
on the function of nonverbal behaviors in Pe rsian discourse. For instance, in
▶Chap. 7, Hassan Banaruee and Omid Khatin-Zadeh review several Persian gesture 
studies examining how the semantic content of abstract concepts (e.g., hope, emo-
tion) can be realized in gestures. Notably, they also investigate how gestural patterns
embody definite and indefinite nouns in Persian narrative discourse.

Corpus-Based Discourse Analysis

As discourse increasingly takes place via electronic media, researchers increasingly 
take advantage of computer-assisted methods to perform discourse analysis. Tradi-
tional discourse analysis or the foundational approaches (e.g., systematic functional
grammar) are now supplemented by computer-assisted methods (e.g., corpus-based
methods) as a novel source of evidence, providing different and often quantitative
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perspectives on discourses. Corpus-based methods have improved research conve-
nience and research efficiency. In particular, with the assistance of natural language 
processing and open artificial intelligence methods, processes such as data mining,
data building, and data analysis have reached higher replicability (Bloem et al.,
2014). Corpus-based methods are also claimed to exhibit a methodological synergy 
with other discourse analysis approaches (Baker et al., 2008), helping to address the 
criticism that traditional discourse analyses are overly influenced by researcher bias. 
Hence, corpus-based methods for discourse analys is have been continuously
attracting attention from researchers as a new source of empirical evidence.
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Both quantitative and qualitative corpus methods can be applied to analyze dis-
course in a specific context. In comparison to other fields of research where corpus 
methods are applied, the use of corpus methods in discourse analysis is characterized 
by an emphasis on contextual variables and discourse metadata. Common contextual 
variables considered by discourse analysts include time, language, and genre, which 
have driven the rise of diachronic and cross-linguistic corpus studies. Corpora in 
discourse analysis are often collected according to discursive domains and may 
include data from various genres (e.g., academic lectures, political speeches), as well
as mass media (e.g., television), historical documents, Internet data, and ethnographic
data gathered through observation, interviews, and focus groups (Flowerdew &
Richardson, 2017). The size of corpora varies from short single texts to extensive 
collections of texts. These corpora (e.g., collections of texts) provide discourse 
analysts not only with the immediate co-text of linguistic phenomena but also with 
intertextual references to other texts that a given text draws upon. The intertextuality of 
discourse (where one element of the text is incorporated into another), identified by 
corpus-based methods, can help reveal how ne w meanings of recontextualized ele-
ments are created and manipulated by dominant social actors such as the media,
government, and citizens (Wodak, 2009). 

Some specific examples of corpus-based methodologies are demonstrated in this 
handbook. Concordance analysis combines the advantages of quantitative and 
qualitative approaches by enabling researchers to manually inspect patterns of 
word usage, targeted at specific phenomena, to gain deeper insights into those 
phenomena. This approach helps to understand how meaning associations and 
other linguistic relationships of the words or phenomenon under investigation are
co-constructed in discourse. The quantitative advantage lies in the ability to query
large volumes of text for the phenomenon under investigation, while the qualitative
strength lies in the manual inspection of each instance of the phenomenon by the
researcher. In ▶Chap. 12, Mehrdad Vasheghani Farahani applies concordance 
analysis to compare patterns of metadiscourse features in English and Persian
academic discourse in a 1.5 million-word corpus. In▶Chap. 13, Atoosa Rostambeik 
investigates gendered language use through collocational analysis, comparing data 
from news media outlets with different political alignments. Concordance analysis 
also proves to be a valuable method for obtaining quantitative evidence of historical
change and discourse shifts, which is also evidenced in this chapter.

Thorough corpus-based analyses typically employ multiple methods in combi-
nation, creating synergy that provides deeper insights into the thematics and
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associations present in a collection of texts. Frequency analysis and keyword 
analysis are comm only used together, and/or alongside collocational analysis
(Archer, 2016). This combination enables researchers to sketch a comprehensive 
picture of the use of specific target terms (frequency analysis), unidentified terms that 
characterize target texts (keyw ord analysis), and the associations of such terms with
other words (collocational analysis). This synergy of methods is illustrated in
▶Chaps. 13 and 14 of this handbook, where terms and associations within a 
particular type of disco urse are explored and split out by contextual variables.
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As a methodological topic, corpus analysis methods also intersect with other 
topics covered in this handbook. The aforementioned corpus methodologies are not 
only used to investigate specific discourse types and contexts, but also particular
phenomena that are of interest to discourse analysts. For example, in ▶Chap. 9, 
frequency analysis is applied to study metaphoric expressions in a Persian news
context. In ▶Chap. 12, collocational analysis is employed to unveil the distribu-
tional pattern of metadiscourse features in academic discourse, comparing Persian
and English. In ▶Chap. 16, a large-scale corpus study of Persian discourse markers 
is performed, exploring a wide range of linguistic varia bles that affect their word
order using a large corpus of over 474 million words.

Corpus-based methods do not always solely rely on quantifying textual elements, 
especially when dealing with more abstract levels of language, such as the discourse 
level. Annotation and categorization are often applied to enrich discourse with expert
knowledge, which can subsequently inform both quantitative and qualitative ana-
lyses. ▶Chapter 14 in our handbook illustrates this approach. In this chapter, Javad 
Zare and Ahmad Al-Issa apply a typology of speech-associated nonverbal behavior 
(e.g., locomotion, vocalic) to study importance-marking in Persian academic lec-
tures. By categorizing and annotating observed nonverbal behavior, they conclude
that it is not the specific instances of behaviors themselves that mark importance, but
rather changes between them.

Discourse and Its Interface wit h Pragmatics

Theories of discourse require a pragmatic component to properly account for the 
contextual structures that are linked to textual structures (van Dijk, 2010). At the 
interface of discourse and pragmatics, various interesting phenomena exist that 
involve contextual aspects of discourse structure and influence how one might 
conduct a discourse analysis. For example, identity construction in discourse is 
indexe d by specific linguistic choices, such as code-switching or the choice of
specific registers in diasporic Persian poetry, as discussed in ▶Chap. 24. Another 
example is the integration of micro- and macro-level humor into discourse and its
critical potential, as discussed in the Persian context in ▶Chap. 2. 

In this handbook, we mainly focus on two key concepts at the interface of 
discourse and pragmatics: discourse markers and speech acts. Discourse markers 
are a pragmatic class of lexical expressions that are typically conjunctions, adverbs,
or prepositional phrases from a syntactic perspective (Fraser, 1999). They are
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commonly studied in the context of grammar as well as in the context of discourse 
analysis. In the context of corpus-based discourse analysis, discourse markers 
provide a relatively easy way to identify discourse structures, as they explicitly 
mark them. Beyond structuring discourse, discourse mark ers are also used to signal
speaker intentions and generally manage interactions. However, not all aspects of
discourse structure are explicitly marked by discourse markers; discourse relations
often exist implicitly (Hobbs, 1990). 
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A detailed taxonomy of discourse markers in Persian is provided by Margarita
Borreguero Zuloaga and Reza Kazemian in ▶Chap. 15, where existing work on the 
topic is also surveyed. Taking a broad perspective on the topic, the authors also cover 
the grammaticalization of discourse markers and how they may facilitate cognitive 
language processing. They detail how the different macrofunctions of discourse
markers—the interactive function, the metadiscursive function, and the cognitive
function—are expressed in Persian. ▶Chapter 16 continues with a detailed account 
of discourse marker word order in Persian by Ludivine Crible and Reza Kazemian in 
a large-scale corpus study. The co-occurrence of Persian discourse markers reveals 
some inte resting word order optionality, governed by a complex set of multiple
factors including syntactic, prosodic, and pragmatic constraints. Lastly, in
▶Chap. 17, Marjan Lotfi-Khajouei emphasizes the importance of explicit knowl-
edge about discourse markers in applied linguistics by presenting an experimental 
acquisition study. The findings demonstrate that explicit instruction on the topic of 
discourse markers improves reading, listening, speaking, and writing skills among
Iranian EFL learners. Awareness of discourse markers as a linguistic phenomenon is
thus shown to benefit language proficiency more broadly.

Discourse markers often play a role in expressions of metadiscourse. Metadiscourse 
is a rhetorical and interpersonal linguistic phenomenon that refers to the expressions 
that structure aspects of discourse without significantly adding to the pr opositional
content of the discourse (Crismore et al., 1993). This includes marking discourse 
structure, in addition to interaction with the addressees in the discourse, or indications 
of the writer’s intentions. Metadiscourse ranges fr om single words and adverbs to short
clauses. ▶Chapter 1 2 explores the different ways that metadiscourse is applied in 
Persian academic discourse, revealing through a comparative corpus study that writer-
reader interaction is constructe d differently in Persian compared to English.

The other key concept on the discourse-pragmatics interface presented in this 
handbook is speech acts. Performing speech acts is performing actions through 
language, and understanding the intentions behind these actions falls within the 
domain of pragmatics. Examples of speech acts are making a wi sh or expressing a
taboo. Speech acts are highly relevant to discourse analysis as they typically fit into
larger conversational structures and serve communicative purposes that we would
like to study (Streeck, 1980). 

Empirical research has shown that the realization of speech acts differs signifi-
cantly across cultures. Selecting a speech act strategy within a discourse depends on 
a set of interacting factors, including the social class and roles of the participants,
their age, and the cultural context involved (Jordens et al., 2006). Thus, it is valuable 
to investigate how particular speech acts are realized in particular cultural contexts.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_15
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_16
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_17
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_12


In ▶Chap. 18, Azizeh Chalak reviews work on the speech act of taboo, analyzing 
48 works by Iranian authors and synthesizing the current state of knowledge on 
taboos in Iran. This systematic approach to the review reveals what topics have been
covered more comprehensively and what gaps still exist.

1 Introduction to Theories and Methods in Discourse Studies 9

Interdisciplinary Approaches to Discour se Analysis

Although discourse studies involve studying language use in different social con-
texts, it is not merely a branch of linguistics. Rather, it is a highly interdisciplinary 
enterprise, given its strong relevance to social and cultural issues. Apart from 
language-related domains, discourse studies have been practiced in a wide range 
of fields, yielding insights that are pertinent not only to discourse studies, but also to 
their field of application. As an interdisciplinary approach to language use, it has
contributed to disciplines such as political science, education, business studies,
health studies, anthropology, psychiatry, and sociology. When applied in this way,
discourse studies seek to advance our understanding of how discourse can give
insights into social (and even natural) processes, structures, and changes.

While encouraging inter/trans-disciplinarity, discourse studies bring different 
methods, particularly methods from other disciplines, to study discourse. In addition 
to traditional qualitative textual analysis, discourse-pragmatic analysis, and corpus-
assisted methods, other methods have been increasingly deployed to study the
influence of context on discourse production and transmission. Among these are
ethnographic methods (e.g., interviews, focus groups, and participant observation).

▶Chapter 2 0 examines discourse as it takes place in other fields of scientific 
inquiry. This chapter provides a broad example of this line of work, as Ali Reza 
Gholi Famian explores the use of first-person pronouns in Persian academic literature 
across scientific domains. The study focuses on the trend of increased use of first-
person pronouns, analyzing the use of inclusive and exclusive first-person pr onouns. A
cross-disciplinary comparison yields insight into their pragmatic functions in different
disciplines.

▶Chapter 21 exemplifies interdisciplinary work in the area of communication 
science and discourse studies. In this chapter, Allami and Fallahzadeh examine 
intercultural communication in interaction by surveying the intercultural compe-
tence of international students in Iran, splitting this concept up into several 
sub-compone nts, and quantifying each one for the 60 surveyed students. These
sorts of competences are indicative of the potential for effective intercultural dis-
course to be generated by international exchange programs.

Education studies is another field that often intersects with discourse studies.
▶Chapter 17 addresses the benefits of explicit instruction on discourse markers for 
effective language acquis ition. A different aspect of education is covered in
▶Chap. 22, where Fariba Agah and Mohammad Ali Nadi present a mixed-methods 
analysis of interaction between parents and children in educational contexts at
different educational levels. Survey data reveal the conditions for effective interac-
tions in this educational setting.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_18
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_20
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_21
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_17
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_22
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A further example of interdisciplinary discourse studies comes from translation 
studies. In an experimental translation study , Atefeh Mirsaeedi tests whether sche-
matic knowledge facilitates effective translation in ▶Chap. 23. Participants are 
tested under several experimental conditions where they are equipped with sche-
matic knowledge of discourse structure, contextual knowledge, or no schematic 
knowledge. The results show that schematic knowledge significantly enhances 
translation effectiveness. This finding suggests potential benefits for translation
education and highlights the importance of discourse context in translation.

Social and Polit ical Applications

The aforementioned theories, approaches, and methods can be applied across dif-
ferent domains of discourse, such as discourse on business or discourse on medical 
care. In diverse social and political settings, discourse analysts examine how dis-
course is produced, distributed, maintained, consumed, received, and reproduced 
through different channels. Beyond traditional mass media, discourse studies have 
been extended to new media platforms. In addition to the analysis of discourse 
pract ices (e.g., production, distribution, and consumption of discourse), discourse
analysts pay significant attention to the analysis of textual and social conditions.
These include both the immediate conditions of the situational context and the more
remote conditions of institutional and social structures (Fairclough, 1989, p. 26).

In the disciplines of social sciences and humanities, four domains are often 
investigated by discourse analysts: politics, commerce, education, and entertain-
ment. Political discourse analysis refers to critical analytical approaches to political 
discourse. Political discourse can be roughly defined as the communication of 
political events or topics in political genres such as parliamentary speech. Locating
political discourse in critical enterprises, critical discourse analysts often study the
reproduction of political power, power abuse, and power domination (van Dijk,
1997). Their analysis involves the various forms of discursive resistance and discur-
sive dominance, as well as the discursive conditions and consequ ences of social and
political inequality that result from discursive domination (Fairclough, 1995). 
According to van Dijk (1997), political discourse analysis (PDA) should deal with 
not only concrete text and talk of political actors, events, encounters, settings, and 
actions in the view of linguists, but also with abstract political processes, political 
systems, political ideologies, and political relations in the view of political scientists. 
Therefore, PDA should not merely contribute to the study of linguistics, but also to
political science in general, as it should, at least, answer genuine political questions
and deal with relevant political issues in political science (van Dijk, 1997). This 
advocation of political discourse analysis has attracted many transdisciplinary stud-
ies between linguistics and political science. Analysis of political discourse in the
Persian context will be exemplified by ▶Chaps. 10 and 25 in this handbook .

Commerce or business is another important domain for discourse research. 
Commercial discourse or business discourse refers to the study of language use
within and outside business organizations. It is about how people communicate in

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_23
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_10
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_25


commercial organizations to get their work done (Bargiela-Chiappini et al., 2007). 
The definition of commercial discourse has expanded to all its relevant participants, 
including both discourse producers (e.g., sellers, entrepreneurs) and discourse recip-
ients (e.g., customers, workers) in commercial communicative events. Discourse 
analysts often view commercial discourse as social action in business environments, 
particularly in corporate settings. From a language-based view, they focus on how 
participants achieve their commercial goals in business communication through 
spoken and written languages. Due to the complexity of types of business commu-
nication, researchers have to draw on several fields (e.g., applied linguistics, corpo-
rate communication) to investigate how different contextual variables (e.g., time)
can influence language use in the workplace (e.g., marketplace). For insights into
how commercial discourse or business communication is studied in the Iranian
context, please see ▶Chap. 3 in this handbook .

1 Introduction to Theories and Methods in Discourse Studies 11

Educational discourse is another type of discourse that continuously attracts 
research attention. Educational discourse is not limited to communication in class-
rooms. It is even broader than the field of academic discourse (lingual activities 
associated with academia). It refers to all types of discourse (e.g., spoken, written, 
visual) involved in educational contexts. Educational discourse analysis involves a 
description of the context, the communicative intentions of the participants, and the
types of discourse procedures employed (Manoliu, 2015). Educational discourse 
analysts often study language use in academic lectures and research articles. Academic 
lectures aim to transfer knowledge through discursive processes, and their analysis of 
academic lectures concerns the analysis of language use in teaching, learning, and 
teacher-student interaction. When analyzing research articles, discourse analysts pay 
attention to how specific terms, registers, and lexico-grammatical structures are used in 
academic writing. Given that education and academia are pivotal discursive domains
in the Iranian context, this handbook includes five chapters concerning the Persian
discourse of the classroom (▶Chap. 24), academic lectur es (▶Chaps. 12 and 14), and 
academic writing (▶Chaps. 13 and 18). 

The entertainment domain, such as song and comedy, is another popular domain for 
discourse analysis. When people experience entertainment media and technology in 
certain social contexts, they produce relevant text, talk, and movements. Such com-
munication occurring in the entertainment domain is called entertaining discourse. 
Entertaining discourse analysts pursue two research goals when studying entertaining 
media (e.g., movies, TV), the content of entertainment (e.g., song lyrics), and the 
interaction between performers and audiences. First, focusing on how entertainment 
can be used to convey messages and teach values to audiences, they seek to critically 
explain the effects of entertaining discourse on audiences. Second, by studying how 
entertainment can help distribute ideologies without explicit awareness of audiences, 
they try to uncover the convert ideologies (e.g., racism) and unequal power relations in 
entertaining discourse. Notably, evaluating discourse from the perspective of the 
audience is one dominant research interest in entertainment studies. This is because
entertainment discourse, transmitted through entertainment media, may influence the
audience’s attitude or knowledge. This handbook includes two chapters covering
entertaining domains: sports (▶Chap. 9) and movi es (▶Chap. 1 1).

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_24
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_12
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_14
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_13
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_18
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_11
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Outline of Content

In line with the aforementioned approaches and their empirical applications, this 
book is divided into six parts: critical discourse studies, cognitive discourse analysis, 
corpus-based discourse analysis, discourse and pragmatics, interdisciplinarity or 
transdisciplinarity, and social and political applications. Although we group the 
chapters based on the prototypicality of content, some chapters may fit into two or
three categories simultaneously. Hence, the outline here serves only as a guide for
readers, who are encouraged to explore the book according to their research interests.

Part I revolves around critical discourse studies (CDS), also know n as critical
discourse analysis (CDA). In ▶Chap. 2, Ali Heidari Shahreza offers a theoretical 
framework for studying humor in Persian discourse from a CDA perspective.
▶Chapters 3 and 4 cover three concepts of CDA: ideology, power, and identity. 
Elahe Sadeghi illustrates how the application of Fairclough’s CDA approach to 
Iranian advertisements can reflect people’s shift of ideology between 
pre-revolutionary and post-revolutionary eras. Aref Hosseini shows how the multi-
modal CDA approach to the semiotics of the city can reveal power struggle and
identity in urban planning. ▶Chapters 5 and 6 concentrate on the nexus between 
CDA and translation studies. Hossein Heidari Tabrizi’s systematic literature review 
of CDA-oriented translation studies examines how translation studies in Iran have 
been informed and studied from the CDA perspectives. Masoume Arjmandi and 
Zoleikha Azimdokht inves tigate how CDA can help the description and interpreta-
tion of discursive structures in the English-Persian translation of the Qur’an (the
central religious text of Islam).

Part II focuses on cognitive discourse analysis, particularly on metaphor studies.
▶Chapter 7 examines the gestural embodiment of definite and indefinite nouns in 
Persian narrative discourse and reviews how abstract concepts can be embodied
through gestures. ▶Chapters 8, 9, 10, and 11 illustrate metaphor use in Persian 
newspapers, political speeches, films, and cinema. Mehdi Ghorbanian draws upon 
conceptual metaphor theory (CMT) to examine how metaphors are related to 
concepts such as emotions and identity in two Iranian films, The Bodyguard and 
Track 143. The study contributes to the understanding of how metaphors shape our 
conceptual system and serve as a conceptual tool in the context of Iranian cinema. 
Ebrahim Badakhshan and Koyar Khaledian identify the most frequent metaphorical 
source domains (e.g., WAR) and metaphorical words (e.g., team) in news headlines on 
the Euro 2020 football competition across eight Iranian news websites, demonstrat-
ing how metaphors in news texts can help readers better understand the topic and 
news content. Sirma Kostadinova inspects how metaphorical expressions of produc-
tive source domains (e.g., JOURNEY) and conceptual metaphors (e.g., POLITICS IS A

JOURNEY) could function as effective tools in constructing a coherent political
worldview, attracting the public’s sympathy and enhancing the Iranian identity in
the inaugural speeches of three Iranian presidents, Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, Hassan
Rouhani, and Ebrahim Raisi. Shima Azizbeigi presents a study on the metaphoric
representation of women in Iranian Cinema, applying CMT to analyze 20 movies
from 1981 to 2021. Using a heat map, Azizbeigi explores the diachronic changes

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_2
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https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-95-0381-0_7
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over time. The originality of this study lies in its contr ibution to both metaphor and
gender studies.
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Part III features five chapters on corpus-based discourse analysis. In▶Chap. 12, 
Mehrdad Vasheghani Farahani uses Sketch Engine software to compare patterns of 
metadiscourse features in English and Persian academic discourse, based on a DIY 
(do it yourself) corpus of 273 English and Persian texts totaling 1,570,786 tokens. 
Both statistical results and the qualitative analysis of concordance lines show a
significant difference between the English and Persian corpora in terms of how the
writer-reader interaction is constructed. ▶Chapter 13 presents a diachronic corpus 
study on the representation of women through gendered languages in the Iranian 
news press from 2009 to 2019. Using data crawled from the websites of six 
prominent Iranian news media outlets affiliated with Iran’s three main political 
parties (Fundamentalists, Reformists, and Moderates), Atoosa Rostambeik analyzes 
the frequency, concordance lists, and collocations of gendered phrases, showing how
the variable of time and political party can influence language use on gender. Javad
Zare and Ahmad Al-Issa deploy the Persian corpus of SOKHAN in ▶Chap. 14 to 
investigate the functions of seven types of speech-associated nonverbal behaviors 
(e.g., vocalic, kinesic) in 120 academic lectures. Their findings reveal that changes in
nonverbal behavior indicate important information in speeches.

Part IV comprises chapters on the interface between discourse and pragmatics, 
particularly on research topics that are rarely studied in Persian discourse.
▶Chapters 15, 16,  a  nd 17 center on Persian discourse markers. Margarita Borreguero 
Zuloaga and Reza Kazemian provide a detailed taxonomy of Persian discourse 
markers and examine the cohesive and interactional functions of Persian discourse 
markers, such as structuring text, managing conversational turns, and constructing 
arguments. Reza Kazemian and Ludivine Crible uncover how the factor of prag-
matics (e.g., functions and domains of use) and other factors (e.g., syntax, prosody) 
can influence the order and sequence of Persian discourse markers as well as their 
level of integration, based on texts of blog posts drawn from the TalkBank corpus.
Marjan Lotfi-Khajouei analyzes the role of discourse markers in improving Iranian
EFL learners’ reading, listening, speaking, and writing skills. The findings suggest
that incorporating discourse markers into teaching can benefit the development of
EFL learners’ overall language proficiency. ▶Chapters 18 and 19 focus on core 
topics in pragmatics: the speech act and the conversational maxims. Azizeh Chalak 
provides a transparent, comprehensive, and systematic review of 48 articles on the 
speech act of taboo by Iranian authors from 2012 to 2022. Grounded in descriptive 
statistics (e.g., frequency, percentage) and qualitative analysis (e.g., theoretical
frameworks, methodologies), Chalak’s critical evaluation exposes the research gap
and paves the ground for future research. ▶Chapter 19, by Azizeh Chalak and 
Hossein Heidari Tabrizi, investigates the violation of Grice’s conversational maxims 
in Instagram posts by native English speakers and Iranian EFL learners. Based on 
240 posts, the study reveals that both groups frequently violate the maxim of
quantity, while nonnative users more often breach the relevance maxim. The analysis
highlights the role of cultural background and gender in shaping pragmatic behavior
in social media interactions.
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Part V comprises four interdisciplinary and transdisciplinary chapters
(▶Chaps. 20, 21, 22, and 23) that apply nontraditional language-based analytical 
approaches, such as experimental methods. These chapters are crucial for under-
standing how discourse analysis can operate in different disciplines (e.g., education) 
and fields (e.g., translation studies). In academic writing, exclusive and inclusive 
pronouns perform different functions. For instance, using “exclusive we” is an 
attempt to exert authority and power, while “inclusive we” is preferred when 
engaging readers. Ali Reza Gholi Famian explores the functions of exclusive and 
inclusive pronouns in Persian academic discourse. His corpus consists of 20 single-
authored and 20 multiauthored research articles published in Persian peer-reviewed 
journals covering three hard disciplines (mathematics, biology, physics) and three 
soft disciplines (literature, linguistics, and sociology). His analysis reveals that 
Iranian writers commonly use the person ending -im in verbs, such as midanim
(“we know”), to refer to themselves as the authors. Additionally, the plural pronoun
ma (“we”) was preferred over the singular pronoun man (“I”) due to its lower
visibility and authorial responsibility. The research also found a high variation in
self-mention both between and within disciplines. For example, “inclusive we” was
more common in mathematics and sociology, while the “exclusive we” was more
prevalent in other disciplines.

Hamid Allami and Farzaneh Fallahzadeh survey the intercultural competence of 
60 international students at Yazd University. Focusing on their ability to communi-
cate and adapt to new cultural environments, they analyze how language and cultural 
interactions shape intercultural communication. Fariba Agah and Mohammad Ali 
Nadi apply qualitative analysis (content analysis) and quantitative analysis (descrip-
tive survey method) to identify patterns of interaction and collaboration between 
parents and children. Testing their new model with 535 subjects from elementary, 
junior high, and secondary schools, they identify the comprehensive theme of 
collaborative communication practices. Their research results can contribute to 
educational d evelopment. Atefeh Mirsaeedi explores how schematic knowledge
impacts translation processes through experimental methods. Statistical results of
70 undergraduate students show a significant correlation between schematic knowl-
edge and translation skills, i.e., the preexisting content schemas with background
knowledge can positively influence the comprehension and translation of texts. Such
research results show that discourse analysis can shed new light on translation
studies.

The final part (Part VI) explains how various approaches, theories, and methods 
can be applied empirically to discourses of political, commercial, educational, and
semi-cultural domains (▶Chaps. 24, 25, and 26). In ▶Chap. 24, Zia Khoshsirat 
inspects spiritual discourse in classes on mystical Persian poetry in Los Angeles 
County through positionality and awareness of language ideologies. He finds that the 
difference in alignment with poetry can offer insights into how a register can divide 
socioeconomic groups, objectify socioeconom ic status, and be objectified by socio-
economic status. This chapter connects religious and literary discourse and high-
lights how spiritual themes are communicated and interpreted in educational
settings. ▶Chap. 25, by Ali Basarati and Zahra Fakoori, employ the discourse
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analytic approach to examine how Iranophobia, threats against Iran, and preemptive 
measures are constructed in 100 speeches of the Iranian Supreme Leader (Ayatollah
Sayyid Ali Khamenei) from 2006 to 2024. ▶Chap. 26, the final chapter by 
Mohammad Hossein Keshavarz and R. Bagheri, presents a semio-cultural analysis 
of a unique painting depicting Jesus Christ in a celestial dance, inspired by a poem 
from Hāfez. The study highlights how the artwork bridges Christian and Islamic
mystical traditions, emphasizing shared spiritual themes and the potential of art to
foster intercultural and interfaith dialogue.
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