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Abstract
COVID-19 is a plague that has become a pandemic for the world. Necessary, many researchers who conduct research to understand about COVID-19, both medical and other scientific disciplines such as language science. The purpose of this study is to find out whether there is a contextualization of the words DISTANCE and DISTANCING with SOCIAL kolokat. For this reason, the mixed method is used to obtain coherent results. The results of this study indicate that the T-score of DISTANCING 16.1 and DISTANCE -14. This shows that the word SOCIAL is more commonly used with the word DISTANCING in corpora. The second finding is a re-contextualization of the word DISTANCING in the negative direction.
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INTRODUCTION
This study aims to show the differences in function and/or meaning of a text or word in a context that cannot be seen clearly when using only one linguistic discipline. To that end, this study uses corpus linguistics and critical discourse studies to show the subtle differences between collocation and text meaning. Corpus linguistics is described as a linguistic study based on the ‘real language’ of everyday life (McEnery & Wilson, 2001). Of course, this understanding is not enough to understand the purpose of corpus linguistics. Corpus linguistics is a large collection of data in the form of texts (or parts of texts) that are stored online and can be accessed for the purpose of knowing language rules if needed in a language study. With the various types of corpora that exist today, it is easier for language researchers to uncover various linguistic significances that previously could not be seen from one perspective of linguistic theory. Therefore, corpus linguistics can be considered as a methodology that has a wide range of applications in language studies because it can be used in various areas and existing language theories (McEnery, Xiao, & Tono, 2006). This can be achieved because corpus linguistics can focus on examining a specific keyword or collocation. Keywords themselves are lexical components that indicate that a word appears more often than other words in a text (Stubbs, 2001). These keywords can be extracted using various software such as Sketch Engine which has the ability to search for these keywords within a context.

The meaning of a word cannot be separated from the situation (context) of the use of the word. The use of a word in a certain context can produce a discourse that is different from the literal meaning of the word. Often the meaning of a word or phrase can change depending on how and in what circumstances the expression is said. This cannot be separated from the existence of social and cultural relationships to the meaning of a word or phrase. So, our understanding of language is not only about understanding the meaning of each word, but also understanding the form of word combinations and cultural understanding of the word (Stubbs, 2001). The change of meaning of a word in a context certainly cannot be separated from collocation. Collocation is a repeated relationship between at least two lexical items in one direct syntactic arrangement (Bartsch, 2004). Of course, to understand the meaning contained in a collocation, it does not only require an understanding of the words that make up the collocation and the culture in which the collocation is used, but also requires a scientific perspective such as semantics. In addition, time also plays an important role in understanding the meaning contained because a word or collocation can change meaning depending on the time and context at that time. Therefore, recontextualizing the meaning of a collocation is the main topic in this study.

Recontextualization is a process of extracting words, signs or meanings from their original context and reusing them in a different context. Because of their use in a different context, there is a change in the definition and meaning of the word (Connolly, 2015). Previously, there has been a study on the recontextualization of a word conducted by Salama (2011) which focused on ideology in collocation and recontextualization in the word Wahabi after the 9/11 incident. The study attempted to find out the changes in ideology and meaning of the words WAHHABI, WAHHAB'S, and SAUDI. The results of this study indicate that collocation can be a micro part of the formation of an ideology in text or non-text which can result in the recontextualization of ideology in social practice.

This study aims to determine the recontextualization of the word DISTANCE in the COVID-19 corpus. This is done to determine whether there is a change in the meaning of the word DISTANCE in certain collocations. With the use of the word DISTANCE in certain contexts and having different collocations during this pandemic, the researcher aims to determine the recontextualization of the word along with its collocations.

RESEARCH METHOD
This study is a synergy study between corpus linguistics and word recontextualization. Corpus linguistics is used as a tool to obtain and collect data samples that will be used as analysis data. Furthermore, the data that has been obtained will be analyzed using the recontextualization method by Linell (1998). To obtain relevant research results, this study uses a mixed method involving quantitative and qualitative methods. Creswell (2017) explains that mixed methods are an approach used to provide a more comprehensive understanding.
This study uses Sketch Engine as the main tool for processing the corpus and uses the COVID-19 corpus as the main corpus in this study. Sketch Engine is a corpus processing tool that has the ability to analyze text along with collocations to find out the use of keywords in a context. Meanwhile, the COVID-19 corpus is an open access corpus that is part of the COVID-19 Open Research Dataset (CORD-19). This corpus contains medical texts from various scientific articles that aim to help researchers research the novel coronavirus. Sketch Engine is used to find the frequency of the words DISTANCE and DISTANCING along with the collocations of the words. The data taken is data that appeared in the time period from July to December 2019 and January to May 2020. After obtaining data samples from that time period, the data will be analyzed using the recontextualization method proposed by Linell (1998).

To obtain comprehensive data results, the data samples that have been obtained will be calculated for observed frequency and expected frequency before the data is compared. Afterwards, the data that has been obtained will be studied using the recontextualization theory. Based on the previous explanation, there are several stages carried out in this study, which are as follows:

a. Collecting DISTANCE and DISTANCING data,

b. Calculating the T-score of DISTANCE and DISTANCING, followed by comparing the α value (p-value),

c. Associating the results obtained with the recontextualization theory.

FINDINGS 
The keywords in this study are the words DISTANCE and DISTANCING using collocations -5 and +5. In the 2019 data, the number of observed frequencies was 489 from DISTANCE and 15 from DISTANCING. In this data, there were 0 co-occurrences for the word SOCIAL with DISTANCE and 14 co-occurrences for the word DISTANCING. Furthermore, the 2020 data showed an observed frequency of 1588 from DISTANCE and 1267 from DISTANCING. There were 98 co-occurrences for the words SOCIAL and DISTANCE. While for DISTANCING, there were 1112 co-occurrences for the word SOCIAL.
Table1. Observed Frequency 2019

	
	Distance (2019)
	Distancing (2019)
	Total

	Social
	0
	14
	14

	Non-Social
	489
	1
	490

	Total
	489
	15
	504


Table2. Observed Frequency 2020

	
	Distance (2020)
	Distancing (2020)
	Total

	Social
	98
	1112
	1210

	Non-Social
	1490
	155
	1645

	Total
	1588
	1267
	2855


Furthermore, to strengthen the data from observed frequency, the expected frequency is needed in this study (Brezina, 2018). So the expected frequency can be obtained through the following formula:
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Table3. Expected Frequency 2019

	Expected

Frequency
	Dependent Variable
	Total

	
	Value 1
	Value2
	R1

	Independent

Variable
	Value 1
	13.5
	0.4
	

	
	Value 2
	475.4
	14.5
	R2

	Total
	
	
	


Table4. Expected Frequency 2020

	Expected

Frequency
	Dependent Variable
	Total

	
	Value 1
	Value2
	R1

	Independent

Variable
	Value 1
	673
	536.9
	

	
	Value 2
	914.9
	730
	R2

	Total
	
	
	


After getting the observed frequency and expected frequency, then to find out the keywords that are most often associated with the word SOCIAL, the T-score value is needed to find out. The T-score can be found using the following formula:

t = [image: image3.png]011 -E11
JVoi1




Table5. T-score & MI

	
	Distance (2019)
	Distancing (2019)
	Distance (2020)
	Distancing (2020)

	T-score
	-
	3.5
	-14.4
	16.1

	MI
	-
	-9.3
	-15.6
	-7.8


Based on the table above, it can be concluded that the word SOCIAL is a colloquial word that is more often found with the keyword DISTANCING than with the keyword DISTANCE. In the 2019 data, the word SOCIAL was not found in collocation with the word DISTANCE. This makes the T-score and MI of the word SOCIAL with DISTANCE null due to the absence of data. On the other hand, the T-score of SOCIAL with DISTANCING is 3.5. In the 2020 data, the T-score and MI of DISTANCING are higher than DISTANCE with values ​​of 16.1 and -14.4 and -7.8 and -15.6 respectively. Based on these data, it can be concluded that both in 2019 and 2020 the word SOCIAL is more often associated with the word DISTANCING than the word DISTANCE. The difference in frequency between the two is quite high when looking at the T-score and MI values.

Representation of DISTANCE

As shown in table 6 below, the word DISTANCE has no co-occurrence with the word SOCIAL in 2019. The word DISTANCE has more co-occurrence with words other than SOCIAL such as pairwise, long, genetic, phylogentic, and travel. These words have a context that can be said to be neutral for the word DISTANCE.

Table6. Collocates of DISTANCE in 2019

	
	Collocate
	Cooccurrences
	T-score
	MI

	DISTANCE (total freq. 489)
	pairwise
	22
	4.69
	16.5

	
	long
	41
	6.4
	14.98

	
	genetic
	51
	7.14
	14.55

	
	phylogenetic
	27
	5.2
	14.81

	
	travel
	21
	4.58
	14.88


Concordance in Figure 1 shows that the word DISTANCE more often has collocations with neutral words and does not carry a particular ideology. These words when carried with the word DISTANCE do not show any significant contextual changes in their use in sentences. Collocations for the word DISTANCE are more neutral than positive or negative.
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doi.org s with population size; and p measures how the likelihood of travel decays with

dol.org son errors) and the 304 presence of sharing (binomial errors) by phylogenetic
dol.org h the frequency and presence of genotype sharing declined with phylogenetic
dol.org cteria). </s><s> Viruses are sometimes shared across large host phylogenetic
dol.org igenetic similarity exceeded ~0.5 107 ( Figure 1A ). </s><s> This phylogenetic
doi.org llowing 133 them to more quickly adapt to novel hosts, such that phylogenetic
dol.org volutionary rate typically <1% that of RNA viruses, such that 136 phylogenetic
dolorg amammalian supertree 28 as previously described 5 . Pairwise phylogenetic
nin gov as evaluated by bootstrapping with 1,000 replicates. </s><s> Pairwise genetic
ningov ing the number of pairwise single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) ( pairwise
nin gov 77 (median: 134, mean: 99.7) for RSVB. </s><s> Overall within-group pairwise
nin gov clade (RSVB/la). </s><s> There was no apparent correlation between inter-HH
nin.gov althcare providers to cultural traditions (including T&CM), drug availabilty, long
nin gov 1plete VP1 amino acid sequences, a new genotype of NoV requires a pairwise
nin gov 1.3-43.8% from the other genotypes, and a new genogroup requires a pairwise
nin.gov 4-74.1% aa identity with all 34 complete Gl VP1 sequences, and the pairwise
nin.gov was performed using the MEGA 7 software package [32] . Sequence pairwise
ningov 1t bacterial microbiome. </s><s> The number in the line represents the genetic
nin.gov tand mouth disease virus needs specific conditions for the dispersal over long
nin.gov d ~2.3 x 10 -3 substitutions/site/year, respectively. </s><s> The phylogenetic
nin gov 1 July, 2007-September. 2012) (Figure 1) . Moreover, analyses of phylogenetic
nin gov 2011 (95% HPD September, 2009 -October, 2012 . Furthermore, phylogenetic
nin gov ; Nagasawa et al., 2018) . To resolve this issue, we analyzed the phylogenetic
nin gov ><s> These results suggest that the differences of divergent times and genetic

nin.gov eons are not migratory, the mechanism of spread of genotype VI NDVs at long
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</s><s> The parameter § quantifies how destinations k. of various sizes, at dic
between bat species. </s><s> We assessed 305 statistical significance with a g
382 between bat species (Poisson: p<0.001, R 2 =0.08; binomial: p<0.001, R 2
(e.9.. Nipah 50 virus in bats and pigs. among many others 20,21 ), requiring a &
corresponds roughly to order-level similarity; that s, 108 if two species did not ¢
are less important 134 in determining viral sharing pattems 23 . Conversely, DN
between hosts presents a more significant obstacle for sharing of DNA The cop
532 were defined as the cumulative branch length between the two species anc
were calculated in pairsnp 0.0.6 39 . The phylogenetic refatedness of the house
) of viruses within the same group, Fig. 3 , panel a. </s><s> We found this valu¢
among RSV viruses were 6.5 times higher than those of RSVA (mean distanct
and genetic relatedness or between wwiw.nature.com/scientificreports www.nat
to and inequity in accessing health facilities as well as long waiting times [4] . In
of 14.3-43.8% from the other genotypes. and a new genogroup requires a pair
of 44.9-61.4% from the other genogroups 19 . This method has been used exte
between the two complete VP1 sequences (Bo/BET-17/18/CH and Bo/BET-14/
based on the complete genome and the complete G/glycoprotein gene of the ne

<Is><s> Every phlym was showed in own color. </s><s> The bar in the right w
by air and its survival is determined by the refative humidity, below 55 per cent t
of the VP1 region exhibited no overiaps between intra-cluster and inter-cluster |
exhibited no overlap between intra-and inter-cluster peaks at a value of 0.035
overlapped between the intra-and inter-cluster peaks ( Figure 38) . These resul
of the VP1 and RdRp regions and found that the distance of the VP1 region wa
between these regions may be associated with those in the changes of the evo

(i, from Egypt to Dubai) in the present study remains to be determined. </s><




Figure1. Concordance of DISTANCE in 2019
Based on the example in Figure 1, the word DISTANCE is often used as a collocation for other words as a word that indicates the distance will be appropriate. As in the context in line 1, where the word DISTANCE is collocation with the word TRAVEL. The word DISTANCE shows that distance will affect something to decay when on a journey. The sentence does not have a positive or negative meaning. The collocation that occurs provides a neutral context to the reader because there is no negative condition or effect from the words that are juxtaposed. Meanwhile, the collocation found paired with the word DISTANCE in the 2020 data shows that the collocation related to the word DISTANCE has a neutral context. The collocation that occurs with the word DISTANCE shows that the word is often used in a neutral sentence context. So it does not give a negative or positive impression to the reader. This can be seen from the table showing the collocation for the word DISTANCE below:

Table7. Collocates of DISTANCE in 2020

	
	Collocate
	Cooccurrences
	T-score
	MI

	DISTANCE (total freq. 1588)
	interpersonal
	64
	8
	16.87

	
	pairwise
	39
	6.24
	14.94

	
	social
	93
	9.64
	12.28

	
	attitude
	24
	4.9
	14

	
	weighted
	22
	4.69
	14.46


To find out the use of collocations in table 7, it is necessary to know the concordance of the colloquialism with the word DISTANCE. Based on figure 2, it can be concluded that the colloquialism that is paired with the word DISTANCE has a neutral sentence contextually. The colloquialism does not show any change in contextual meaning in its use with the word DISTANCE.
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nih.gov at of observation methods. </s><s> Another limitation is that the interpersonal
nihgov ) were removed prior to structural alignment. </s><s> A pairwise evolutionary
dol.org s> We build three groups of regression models to estimate the effects of social
nin gov presented in Figure 19b e.h appear more connections of intermediate attitude
nin.gov W , and y. </s><s> Interventions such as wearing masks and increasing social
nin.gov es, however, can only detect close contact by taking readings of interpersonal
dol.org = 1894.160, df = 9). </s><s> In model (6) in Table 1, we found that both social
ningov ositions. </s><s> A compact indoor design would lead to shorter interpersonal
nin.gov »p of the head. </s><s> The previous study showed the average interpersonal
nin.gov "6 cm, respectively [49] . However, there is no clear definition of interpersonal
nin.gov stable time points were assessed by calculating the median weighted UniFrac
dolorg tinguishing SARS-COV-1 virsues from SARS-CoV-2 virus, we plot the pairwise
ningov icent or back-to-back students, and the probability distribution of interpersonal
doi.org > The neighbor joining (NJ) tree was computed from the pairwise phylogenetic
nin gov reatment. </s><s> Program anosim was run in mothur using weighted UniFrac
nin gov :an see from Figure 2 , when individual | takes a negative attitude . the attitude
nin gov ind the mean negative attitude X N is within the interval [0,1], while the attitude
ningov r. </s><s> Both experiments found the same effect of gender on interpersonal
nin.gov 68.3, 48.7, 53.6, and 58.5 s, respectively. </s><s> The average interpersonal
nin gov matrices. </s><s> Here, principal coordinate visualization of weighted UniFrac
nin gov sezing, and speaking), and the features of relative position (e.g.. interpersonal
ningov tat that distance) was counted separately. </s><s> In this study, interpersonal
nin gov ind the mean negative attitude X N is within the interval [0,1], while the attitude
nin gov :presented in Figure 19b.e.h appear more connections of intermediate attitude
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was defined as the distance between two sensors installed on the top of the exj
matrix was created using SHP (Stuart et al. 1979 ) and displayed as an unroote
and SARS memory on public awareness measures A, () COVID-19 and Ares
. which illustrates that after the emergence of public opinion polarization, the ex
could decrease the b P , the intervention that close the seafood market could d¢
every 20 s, and only one-on-one close contact can be detected [ 23 , 24 ]. </s>«
and Euclidean distances exhibit negative effects, but the social distance effects
during close contact. </s><s> The circulation of people around the office strong
in the office to be 0.67 m. </s><s> In this study, the average interpersonal distal

<Is><s> Our previous study defined the interpersonal distance as that betwee!
[36] for patients with at least 3 stable samples. </s><s> Patients were categoriz
(both LZ and ETC measures) for the three viruses for a single randomly chosen
was strongly influenced by their cubicle positions. </s><s> A compact indoor de
matrix using MEGA X [77] with 1000 bootstrap replicates. </s><s> The protein ¢
matrices as input. </s><s> Operational Taxonomic Units (OTU) were obtained
IXN - x1] between i and the mean negative attitude X N is within the interval [¢
IX P- x| between i and the mean positive atitude X P is within the interval [1,

two female students adopted the shortest distance while students of different ¢
during close contact between these four groups were 0.8 m, 0.70 m. 0.96 m,
supports the above conclusions, showing some differences in geography and p
and relative face orientation) of two people. </s><s> The definitions of head anc
was defined as the distance between the sensors on the two participants other
IXP - xi|between i and the mean positive attitude X P s within the interval [1,
. which illustrates that after the emergence of public opinion polarization, the ex

was strongly influenced by their cubicle positions. </s><s> A compact indoor de




Figure2. Concordance of DISTANCE in 2020

In Figure 2, it can be seen that the use of colloquialisms found with the word DISTANCE shows that the word does not change the contextual meaning of the word DISTANCE itself. This also shows that the word DISTANCE when carried with the colloquialisms in table 7 has a neutral connotation. However, there are some uses in contexts that have positive meanings such as in line 12. In this context, "pairwise distance" has a positive context because the concordance shows that there is a pairwise distance to determine a virus.
Representation DISTANCING 

To find out the contextual function of the keyword DISTANCING, it is necessary to have colloquial phrases that appear together with the keyword. Based on table 8 below, it can be concluded that the word DISTANCING more often meets or appears together with the colloquial phrase SOCIAL compared to other colloquial phrases.

Table8. Collocates of DISTANCING in 2019

	
	Collocate
	Cooccurrences
	T-score
	MI

	DISTANCING (total freq. 19)
	closing
	4
	2
	21.84

	
	social
	14
	3.74
	18.71

	
	measures
	9
	3
	17.26

	
	evaluate
	3
	1.75
	16.23


Based on the table above, it can be concluded that in the 2019 data with 19 occurrences, the word DISTANCING appears together with the word SOCIAL. This shows that the word DISTANCING is most often associated with the word SOCIAL compared to other colloquial words. To find out the meaning and contextual use of the collocations DISTANCING and SOCIAL, the contextual use can be seen in Figure 3 below:
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nih.gov ations in transmission of seasonal influenza in Israel by strains; evaluate social
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measures taken to curb the HIN1 epidemic in Mexico City: study measles outb
measures, closing schools on April 24 and restaurants on April 26. </s><s> All\
. the model was extended to automatically fit a window of variable duration at ai
measure, controversial at the time it was implemented, was effective for a perio
measures and community quarantine [3, 14, 33, 34] . </s><s> On 1 August 201
measures. </s><s> Indeed, contrary to many other public health interventionse.
(48.7%) [14] . Knowledge scores were significantly associated with occupation,
measures, closing schools on April 24 and restaurants on April 26. </s><s> All\
. the model was extended to automatically fit a window of variable duration at ai
measure, controversial at the time it was implemented, was effective for a perio
measures and community quarantine [ 3 14, 33, 34 ]. </s><s>On 1 August 2
measures. </s><s> Indeed, contrary to many other public health interventions —
(48.7%) [ 14]. </s><s> Knowledge scores were significantly associated with oc
measures should be considered, as should communication strategies (coordin:

and local communication strategies (coordinated at all levels) should be consid:




Figure3. Concordance of DISTANCE in 2019

The word DISTANCING has the most associations with the word SOCIAL. This shows that the keyword often appears together with the word SOCIAL. The context of the collocation of these two words is a positive context because it has the meaning of a recommendation to maintain social distancing for the common good. The purpose of the SOCIAL DISTANCING collocation is to urge the public to maintain distance within social community groups, both in carrying out activities outside the home and other activities that involve gathering people in large numbers to break the chain of transmission of the COVID-19 pandemic. 

Data in 2020 for the keyword DISTANCING itself shows that there has been a significant increase in the use of the word DISTANCING with the word SOCIAL. The data can be seen in table 9 below:
Table9. Collocates of DISTANCING in 2020

	
	Collocate
	Cooccurrences
	T-score
	MI

	DISTANCING (total freq. 1267)
	social
	1112
	33.35
	16.06

	
	measures
	294
	17.15
	13.84

	
	interventions
	109
	10.44
	13.95

	
	physical
	48
	6.93
	13.65


Based on the table above, the word DISTANCING has a high association with the word social. Based on the data, the word DISTANCING meets the word SOCIAL 1112 times out of 1267 occurrences in the COVID-19 corpus. This shows that the word DISTANCING is often paired with the word SOCIAL in its use in a sentence context.
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207 1.20 (95% Cl, 1.05, 1.44) days) respectively. </s><s> Immediate social 24
ore complex COVID-19 control scenario involving starting and stopping social
er of casualties they may incur. </s><s> It clear that the less strict the social
{s><s> Hence, In addition to strict quarantine management, substantial social
o are working, boosting economic activity and extending our abilty to continue
(Figure 4) . For example. when implemented dynamically, 13 months of social
1f people sick peaking on day 70. </s><s> In the case of a more relaxed social
1D19 in China, this combination of an outbreakcontrol closure period for social
:d by the reduction in their contact rate which is varied 158 from 0% (no social
sulation on best practices for infection control: consistent hand hygiene, social
W non-pharmaceutical interventions (NPI) by govemments, in particular social
isity. people living in urban areas may find it difficult to practice effective social
all duration of the SARS-CoV-2 epidemic could last into 2022, requiring social
:d. </s><s> A gradual increase in the 58 doubling time coincide with the social
2n of nonpharmaceutical interventions, such as personal protection and social
's><s> Various governmental interventions with regards to closures and social
outbreak or otherwise. </s><s> Therefore, to model the effects of the physical
reak (figure 4). </s><s> Our model suggests that the effects of these physical
000 v 12000 2816000 vi 53000 13680000 Table 1 End of 2020 results social
less likely to transmit a pathogen [1] [2] [3] . This sickness-induced 40 ' social
35 can be an effective mitigation strategy, alone and in combination with social
2m in place to care for infected individuals. </s><s> The SIR model with social
emented with high efficiency. itis preferable to avoid or apply moderate social
confinement measures. </s><s> At a time when success of large-scale social

cing measures (Figure 3 C-D) . While the frequency and duration of the social
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measures are recommended. 25 26 </s><s> Technical Appendix, n = 1, with 2

<Is><s> Here we assumed a 10 week delay in activation, as in the Figure 1 a1
the more time it will take for lfe to return to normal, and the more lives will be a
measures to limit population mobility and to reduce within-population contact rz
measures for uninfected Americans. </s><s> Some family members will be ab
. cycled on and off, reduced the mean overall attack rate to 2%. </s><s> For th
Wwith R 0 = 0.50 the mortality rate is 0.13% (79781 dead) without having the epi
and a range of accompanying epidemic control measures seems to have preve
or zero efficacy) to 100% (full self-isolation or full efficacy). </s><s> Short-term
. respiratory hygiene. testing. and the use of quarantine. </s><s> With adheren
measures, are implemented, to what extent the population complies with these
when they must leave their residences. </s><s> Additionally. some individuals |
measures to be in place between 25% (for wintertime RO = 2 and seasonality, |
measures and intra-and-nter-provincial travel 59 restrictions imposed across C
. will be critical to bring the epidemic under control. </s><s> In this emerging ef
are also implemented. </s><s> The epidemiology of the COVID-19 virus is bas
measures implemented in Wuhan, we assumed the effect that certain types of
strategies vary across age categories; the reduction in incidence is highest am«
to curb the contagion. </s><s> Unlike the current approach in some countries, '
* can be important for modelling pathogen transmission as a social network 41

<Is><s> However, unless one assumes that the virus can be globally defeatec
<Is><s> The idea of an optimal social distancing timing is investigated in the cc
only to allow a large proportion of the majority population to become infected ar
interventions s critical, access to accurate information to ascertain mobilty is Iz

measures is similar between the scenarios with current and expanded critical ¢




Figure4. Concordance of DISTANCE in 2020

In its use in sentences, the collocation of the words SOCIAL and DISTANCING creates a negative context in 2020. This is because the context of this sentence has a change in meaning because it shows a recommendation to apply an attitude of self-awareness of oneself and the environment which if not obeyed will cause the spread of the COVID-19 pandemic. Thus, the collocation of the word SOCIAL DISTANCING in 2020 has a negative context.

DISCUSSION
There are 2 important points in this study; 1) the word DISTANCE, both in 2019 and 2020 data, has fewer co-occurrences with the word SOCIAL compared to DISTANCING. This shows that the word SOCIAL has less contextual significance to the word DISTANCE but has contextual significance to the word DISTANCING. 2) There is a recontextualization of the word DISTANCING when juxtaposed with the word SOCIAL. 

Linell (1998), explains that there are three different levels of recontextualization. The first level is intratextual recontextualization; recontextualization that occurs in the same text, discourse or conversation. The second level is intertextual recontextualization; recontextualization that occurs between elements of words, signs or meanings. The last recontextualization is interdiscursive recontextualization; recontextualization that occurs in various types of discourse, more abstract and less specific. The recontextualization that occurred in the study was the third type of recontextualization because the recontextualization occurred between discourses and was less specific but still had changes.
CONSLUSION

From the findings above, there are two main findings in this study. The first finding is that the word DISTANCE is rarely associated with the word SOCIAL. The collocation that occurs between the two only occurs in 2020 and does not occur in 2019. Meanwhile, for the word DISTANCING, the word is highly associated with the colloquial SOCIAL and also has a high co-occurrence. The second finding is that the collocation between the words SOCIAL and DISTANCING produces a recontextualization of the word DISTANCING.
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