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Understanding parts of speech is one of the indispensable
components of foreign language acquisition. To
communicate proficiently and precisely, EFL learners must
develop a thorough understanding of parts of speech and
its correct application throughout their learning
experiences. There are limited researches about the
learners ‘competency in identifying parts of speech in the
syntax module, particularly among student at the
university level. Thus, this study aims to investigate the
competence of English foreign language learners in parts of
speech in syntax course as a case study. Furthermore, it
intends which part of speech students are best and worst
atidentifying in a sentence. This study follows a descriptive
guantitative research design using statistical data. Twenty-
eight students at the university level in the Kurdistan region
participated in a tree diagram test in the syntax course.
Then, all the participants’ grades were put in SPSS and a
descriptive analysis was run to find the percentage of
correct answers for each part of speech. According to the
results, Students’ overall accuracy could be labelled as fair
with a score of 52.5% and also the results demonstrated
that students are best in identifying verbs at 82%
percentage and worst in identifying adverbs at 28%
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percentage. Finally, based on the results, this study
provided some recommendations to students and
employing tailored instructional strategies for teachers to
enhance students' overall syntactic understanding and
competence, and students' mastery of less familiar parts of
speech.

1. Introduction

One of the key factors for mastering English language is not just understanding the
vocabulary itself. However, proficiency in arranging words and phrases into well-
formed sentences governed by syntax requires more than just recognizing parts of
speech. When learners lack a systematic understanding of grammatical categories
(e.g., confusing adjectives with adverbs), they often produce syntactically ill-
formed sentences. (Tibus, Mino, & Milla, 2017). It is quite important for English
foreign language learners (EFL) to have a solid comprehension of syntax, because
it equips them to create sentences that are not only clear and precise but also
stylistically appropriate. Being proficient in syntax enables learners to avoid
misunderstandings and improve their skills in expressing emotions, thoughts and
complex ideas accurately to others, avoiding any sort of ambiguity and maintaining
coherence. Understanding syntax is considerably important for those who are their
first language is not English and have different syntactic structure just like Kurdish
language because it assists them to improve their fluency and confidence (Ahmed,
2020). In syntax, parts of speech are greatly concentrated on due to the confusion
that learners encounter while constructing sentences. For this regard, there must
be an awareness towards the information that is related to parts of speech.
Overall, parts of speech are a fundamental aspect of grammar. The distribution of
parts of speech consists of: noun, verb, adjective, adverb, pronoun, preposition,
conjunction, and interjection. Based on the function and the primary roles in the
sentences, words can be classified into eight types of parts of speech (Kovbasko,
2020). Nevertheless, students find difficulties in differentiating between parts of
speech. Such as noun, verb, or adjective and adverb. The structure of words, known
as morphology, is commonly modified by prefixes, suffixes and affixes. Hence,
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these modifications often confuse learners, making it quite challenging for them to
distinguish between parts of speech, fundamentally, in writing process or in
constructing different types of sentences.

1.1 Research Problem

While prior research has examined parts of speech in general language learning,
few studies specifically investigate university-level learners’ accuracy in identifying
these categories within syntax module a critical gap, given that syntactic
competence hinges on mastering word-class distinctions. Existing literature often
focuses on early education or non-academic contexts, overlooking the unique
challenges faced by advanced learners (e.g., differentiating adverbs from
adjectives in scholarly writing or parsing prepositions in disciplinary-specific texts).
Without empirical data from this population, educators lack evidence-based
strategies to address persistent errors that undermine syntactic precision. This
study fills that niche by targeting under researched tertiary-level learners, whose
grammatical accuracy directly impacts academic and professional communication.

1.2 Significant of the Study

The findings of this study can lead educators tailoring their instructional strategies
to tackle major challenges that students encounter in distinguishing parts of
speech. Moreover, the results have a potential to assist learners to recognize the
common mistakes that they often do when it comes to sentences constructions.
The data will contribute to body of linguistic knowledge of how EFL learners
identify parts of speech and how they distinguish them in the syntax courses,
particularly, in the university level.

1.3 Aim of the Study

This study aims to investigate the accuracy of use of parts of speech in syntax
course as a case study by English foreign language learners in parts of speech in
syntax course as a case study.
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1.4 Research Questions
1. To what extend can EFL learners accurately identify parts of speech in syntax
course in the university level?
2. Which parts of speech are students best and worst at to identify in a
sentence?

2.Literature Review

2.1 Parts of Speech in English Language

Generally, the phrase “parts of speech” denotes words that are classified
depending on to their primary character within traditional grammar (Ramadhani,
2022). Parts of speech classify words based on their grammatical functions, which
helps in understanding and applying the rules of sentence construction. Overall,
there are certain definitions of parts of speech. Schachter and Shopen (2007)
defines parts of speech as the major word classes in a language. In another term,
Herring (2016) defines parts of speech as categories of various es words based on
their structure, function, and their meaning in a sentence. The classification of
these words are foundational components in grammar. Moreover, parts of speech
are considered as a traditional concept to construct sentences. Richard (2002)
mentioned parts of speech as important component in which they are mentioned
that parts of speech are categorized depending on their roles within sentences
such as noun, verbs, adjective or adverb. Overall, parts of speech are divided into
eight categories: including nouns, verbs, adjectives, adverbs, pronouns,
conjunctions, interjections, and prepositions. Additionally, according to Leech
(1969), there are major and minor categories of parts of speech. The major
category includes noun, verb, adjective, and adverbs. In the meantime, the minor
ones are pronouns, conjunctions, interpunctions, and prepositions.

Nouns identify people, places, things, or ideas (e.g., teacher, Paris, book, freedom)
(Celce-Murcia & Larsen-Freeman, 1999). Verbs express actions, states, or
occurrences (e.g., run, exist, happen) (Yule, 2020). Adjectives modify nouns by
describing qualities (e.g., happy, large, wooden) (Quirk et al., 1985). Adverbs
modify verbs, adjectives, or other adverbs, often indicating manner, time, or
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degree (e.g., quickly, very, tomorrow) (Greenbaum & Nelson, 2002). Pronouns
replace nouns to avoid repetition (e.g., he, they, this) (Aarts, 2011). Articles (a, an,
the) specify noun definiteness (Master, 1997). Prepositions show relationships
between words (e.g., in, on, between) (Huddleston & Pullum, 2002). Conjunctions
connect words, phrases, or clauses (e.g., and, but, because) (Halliday & Hasan,
1976). Finally, interjections convey emotion or reaction (e.g., Wow!, Oops!)
(Ameka, 1992).

2.2 Parts of Speech in Learning English Language
In learning English language, parts of speech are a distinctive face of grammar
knowledge for the learners. According to Crystal (2003), English language learners
must strive to comprehend the different functions fundamental aspects of parts of
speech to improve their writing skill and for readers to grasp the content and the
purpose effortlessly. Once learners are able to grasp the nuances of parts of
speech, it will enable them to interpret complicated texts while they face it in
reading or writing, express their thoughts successfully, and most importantly being
a part in the meaningful dialogues. Conversely, if learners have limited knowledge
of parts of speech, it may negatively impact their performance in all four language
skills: writing, reading, listening, and speaking (Khaisaeng and Dennis, 2017).
As highlighted in a study by Choemue and Bram (2020), even with studying English
language for more than six years, over 90% of EFL learners continue to encounter
grammatical errors when they tend to structure sentences in both writing and
speaking. Both researchers observed that learners faced significant difficulties in
identifying parts of speech in both written and spoken English contexts, likely due
to insufficient explicit instruction, the abstract nature of grammatical categories,
and interference from their first language.
Highlighting the importance of parts of speech should be determined as an
essential phase for nurturing the linguistic competency of learners and fostering
confidence in their learning English language journey. Correspondingly, students
claimed in a study by Khaisaeng and Dennis (2017), that learning English language
seemed to be pleasurable; however, they struggled with some parts of speech due
to the fact that the identification of them is quite complex. Thus, this challenge
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hampers the overall English language learning for students. When it comes to
recognizing parts of speech, it is often a challenge for students to encounter,
because of the morphological changes that occur to words by adding prefixes, and
suffixes to them. To be more specific, for example, in some words like “teach” it is
a verb, but if we change it to noun it becomes “teaching” by adding suffix (-ing).
For the aforementioned example, it is quite prominent that word transformation
from one class of parts of speech to another one is a perplexed task for students.
This note has been emphasized by Xiaolei and Xijiang (2018) and they have
asserted that if there are two words sharing the same meaning but varied in parts
of speech, both words must be categorized treat under distinct parts of speech.
For instance, to clarify more, we have previously mentioned that “teaching” is a
noun. Notwithstanding, it can also function as a verb in the sentence such as “I'm
teaching your town”.

2.3 The Importance of Syntax Module

Learning syntax at the university level is an integral component in the curriculum
of the English Language Department. Syntax is the study of sentence structure and
the rules governing it. According to Tallerman, (2019), syntax is about the
construction of sentences and how words are grouped together to form
meaningful and accurate phrases and sentences. While some non-specialists use
'‘srammar' and 'syntax' interchangeably, linguistic scholarship typically defines
grammar as a broader system encompassing both morphology (the structure of
words) and syntax (the structure of sentences). This distinction is critical for
analyzing language acquisition, as learners’ challenges may stem from
morphological, syntactic, or interface issues (e.g., inflectional errors affecting
sentence structure). (Yule, 2016). The notion is reiterated by Chomsky (1957) that
syntax broadly takes a part in how words are combined together to construct
phrases and sentences and it is not a simple process as it seems. On the contrary,
it is undoubtedly complicated and governed by specific rules, requiring substantial
amount of knowledge to master it successfully. Sometimes learners just pay
attention to how to recognize parts of speech and the grammatical patterns

ignoring how to apply them in different linguistic contexts appropriately which it
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the toughest step.

2.3 Previous Related Studies

The identification and having knowledge of parts of speech are critical factors in
the process of learning EFL for the learners. According to Finegan (2008), each
word class has itis distinct function, concept, and a thorough comprehension of
lexical categories. There have been some studies conducted previously shedding
the light on the parts of speech and it is necessary knowledge by implementing
different research methodologies to get a comprehensible picture about this topic
In one of the studies by Husnayaini, Indrawati & Sumiati (2023) which aimed to
measure the ability of learners in how they are able to identify parts of speech on
narrative texts, the quantitative research was implemented on grade eleven in 4
classes with 124 participants. The data collection was done through tests. In this
research study, the focus was on noun, verb, adjective, adverb and conjunction.
The mean of data was 58, indicating that, overall, the accumulation of the entire
participant’s score was in the fair category. There has been some studies
conducted to figure out students’ competency in parts of speech and their usage
in the area of writing. For instance, a study was conducted by Fakhruddin (2019)
examined how students use parts of speech, particularly, in writing by focusing
only on verb, pronoun, and noun classes. The results revealed that students’
comprehension of parts of speech was in the fair category.

Each part of speech plays a vital role in sentences construction by learns.
Nevertheless, students often display divergent levels of accuracy when they use
parts of speech in structuring sentences. Some of the learners may have a good
grasp of verbs or nouns, that is due to the frequently usage of them in the basic
sentence structures. On the contrary, some other students might get confused and
struggle with less commonly parts of speech and their implementation, like
interjections, conjunctions, and prepositions. That was happening in the study by
Anggraini and Putri (2022). This study conducted a comprehensive investigation
into the ability of students in identifying all the parts of speech including nouns,
verbs, adjectives, adverbs, conjunctions, interjections, and pronouns.

This descriptive quantitative research utilized test to pinpoint the common errors
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students make while constructing sentences. The tests were derived from several
essential English grammar books. The population consisted of second year
students from at Universitas Negeri Padang. The results revealed that students
often experienced confusion when it came to identifying parts of speech. The main
reason was largely due to varying levels of proficiency in this area with overall score
63,85 which can be placed in the fair category. Moreover, the findings indicated
that students were challenging with some parts of speech more than others. This
highlights the need of targeted instructional strategies to improve students’
knowledge, proficiency and understanding in parts of speech.

Ahmed (2020) investigated the application of rules in syntactic structure by Kurdish
EFK learners and a descriptive analytical approach was adopted for data collection
procedure. The research focused on university-level students in the Kurdistan
region. Data were collected through a test administered to the students, and the
responses were analyzed using statistical methods. The main findings indicated
that the participants had difficulties in differentiating between verbs and adverbs.
Furthermore, Kurdish EFL learners were unable to correctly apply appropriate rules
of syntactic structure in their writing. Most of the aforementioned studies
exemplify the extensive effort of literature to understand, analyze and investigate
the significance of parts of speech and their role in learning English language
process.

3.Methodology
3.1 Research Design

This study follows a descriptive quantitative research design using statistical data The
researchers employed a systematic approach and unbiasedly collected and analyzed
numerical data. The primary aim in such design is to describe and summarize data to
understand patterns, trends, and relationships (Coe, Waring, Hedges, & Ashley, 2021)

3.2 Participants
This study involved twenty-eight students from the English department in the
College of Education and Languages at Lebanese French University in Erbil,
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Kurdistan Region. The selected course for the current study is Syntax, aimed to
deepen students’ comprehension of sentence structure and grammatical rules,
enhancing their linguistic competence. The course is delivered to the fourth stage,
in the academic year of 2023-2024. Additionally, one of the researchers of the
present study taught the class and also administered the tests.

3.3. Data Collection Tools

The main instrument of the current study is a test, namely a written test that
designed by the researchers for the participants. The test consisted of two
guestions as it is shown in the following examples. In each of them, students
needed to draw a tree diagram and identify parts of speech. In this study, the main
focus was on noun, verb, adjective, and adverb.

Example of the sentences:
1. The university campus is equipped with modern facilities.
S

/1\
NP VP PP
/11 7\
DetAdjN V P NP
(T O A
The university campus is equipped with modern facilities
e S (Sentence) > NP (Noun Phrase) + VP (Verb Phrase) + PP (Prepositional
Phrase)
o NP - Det (Determiner) "The" + Adj (Adjective) "university" + N
(Noun) "campus"
o VP >V (Verb)"is" + AdjP (Adjective Phrase) "equipped"
o PP = P (Preposition) "with" + NP ("modern facilities")
= NP - Adj "modern" + N "facilities"
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2. My father was extremely glad in the graduation ceremony yesterday.
S
/ 1\
NP VP AdvP
/AN AR

Poss N V AdjP Adv
T
My father was extremely glad in the graduation ceremony yesterday
e S (Sentence) - NP (Noun Phrase) + VP (Verb Phrase) + AdvP (Adverb Phrase
- for time)
o NP = Poss (Possessive) "My" + N "father"
o VP >V (Verb) "was" + AdjP (Adjective Phrase) "extremely glad"
*= AdjP - Adv (Adverb) "extremely" + Adj (Adjective) "glad"
o PP (Prepositional Phrase - location/time) = P "in" + NP "the
graduation ceremony" + Adv (Adverb of time) "yesterday"

3.4 Data Analysis

For the analysis of the data, these steps are followed:

- One point for each correct identification of the parts of speech and zero for each
wrong identification. As such, the total of correct answers for (noun) was 5 points, for
(verb) was 2 points, for (adjective) was 2 points, and for (adverb) was 1 point. These
points varied because the number of parts of speech in the test was different.

- All the students’ grades were put in SPSS and a descriptive analysis was run to find
the percentage of correct answers for each part of speech and identify students’
weak points.

4, Results

The results showed that students made mistakes differently in identifying the parts of
speech. When the total lowest and highest marks of nouns compared to that of the
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other parts of speech are the most promising among all. Verbs ranked the second
place, followed by adjectives, and finally adverbs received the least promising marks.
Among the 28 students who participated in this study ten percent (no. 3) received
zero and 25% (no. 7) received full mark. Table 1 shows students’ performance in
identifying all the nouns in the two sentences.

Table 1: Identification of Nouns

Grades Frequency Percentage (%)

0 3 10.7
1 1 3.6
2 5 17.9
3 7 25.0
4 5 17.9
5 7 25.0

Total 28 100.0

The correct identification of verbs ranked second. Out of 28 students five of them
(17.9%) received zero for not identifying any verb in the two sentences and 14 of them
(50%) identified both verbs correctly. Table 2 shows the details of students’ correct
identification of verbs.

Table 2: Identification of Verbs

Grades Frequency Percentage (%)
0 5 17.9
1 9 32.1
2 14 50.0
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Total 28 100.0

Students were supposed to identify two adjectives in the two sentences they were
given. However, 67.9% of them (no. 19) identified none correctly and only 7.1% (no.
2) identified both adjectives correctly. Table 3 shows students’ performance in
identifying adjectives.

Table 3: Identification of Adjectives

Grades Frequency Percentage (%)
0 19 67.9
1 7 25.0
2 2 7.1
Total 28 100.0

Finally, the identification of the adverb was the worst among them all. Although there
was one adverb to identify, 71.4% (no. 20) were unable to identify it and only 28.6%
(no. 8) were successfully identified the adverb in the sentence. Table 4 show students’
ability in identifying the adverb.

Table 4: Identification of the Adverb

Adverb
Grades Frequency Percentage (%)
0 20 71.4
1 8 28.6
Total 28 100.0

Finally, the percentage of students who passed was calculated and the result was
67.9% for nouns, 82% for verbs, 32.1% for adjectives, and 28% for adverbs. So,
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students were best at identifying verbs and worst in identifying adverbs. The overall
total of passing students was 52.5%.

5. Discussion

Based on the results, students were very good in identifying verbs, fair in identifying
nouns, bad in identifying adjectives, and worst in identifying adverbs. Students’
overall performance could be labelled as fair (52.5%). There are other studies in the
literature found close results to the current study’s results. For example, Husnayaini,
Indrawati & Sumiati (2023), Fakhruddin (2019), Anggraini and Putri (2022) found that
students were fair but not good in identifying parts of speech. Moreover, Ahmed
(2020) explored the mistakes made by Kurdish students when they apply the syntactic
structure rules. He found that students cannot separate verbs from adverbs, and they
are confused about rules of syntax. There are some reasons behind students’
weaknesses in identifying parts of speech correctly. First, students might have
incomplete knowledge about syntactic structure in English language (Ahmed, 2020).
This reason might affect their performance in identifying parts of speech since the
syntax of English is different from that of Kurdish language. Second, students do not
read a lot to improve their grammatical understanding because Krashen and Terrell
(1983) affirmed that reading lots of texts can improve students’ grammatical structure
in English language. The more texts students read, the better they get in English syntax
since they see different sentence structures. Moreover, affixes can change some parts
of speech from one category into another and this confuses students more to identify
them correctly. When students do not recognize parts of speech in a sentence that
will hinder their understanding of the sentences and break down in the
communication. Moreover, this hinder will also make it difficult for them to create
correct and meaningful sentences in English language. As a result, many Kurdish EFL
learners after studying English language for so many years still they cannot hold a
successful communication with English language speakers. Therefore, teachers and
students need to quest for a solution of this important problem and overcome it to
successfully communicate in the language.
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6. Conclusion

According to the results of the current study, students are not quite accurate in
identifying parts of speech since their average score of passing was 52.5%. The results
also answered the second question by showing that students are best in identifying
verbs (82%) and, interestingly, worst at identifying adverbs (28%). Unfortunately,
these parts of speech are the major ones in English sentences, i.e., a sentence neither
could be understood nor could be created without mastering these four parts of
speech.

7. Recommendations

- Teachers also need to focus more on effective methods and strategies to teach this
important topic to EFL learners. One of the strategies is that teachers can use tests
and quizzes to analyze students’ errors and highlight the repeated errors in the
classroom. Besides giving the students exercises to practice in pair work and group
work can enhance their understanding of parts speech.

- This research investigated one aspect of students’ identification of parts of speech
and future research can delve into it deeper. For instance, researchers can investigate
types of feedback that would possibly improve students’ identification of parts of
speech.

- Students’ accuracy in syntax of English can be explored in writing or speaking skills.
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