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Measuring Language/Dialect Distance by Aggregating Word
Similarity/Dissimilarity Scores
H 23 (MSH)

BSOS ALOIS] SAE D KOl JIEoHM HOE ALOISl EEIE2XE Hels
Ol s&E ool HelE FRSGIHAM Blw Aol Ele= ANH/LAS A0l He2lZ2
Mg, o Helol Jigts & Ao/eAH He
2 SHE2 0lsl 24 YHES &AM 90 I=2(2
AU/LYAS ALOIQ XHOIEE "Hel'2 gfaili= AO0ICH

ARAANEE S20M AEDD Jse 200 1142 Al 512 ANOICH 11I1e g
ZHENGLANQI, BALINYOUQI, CHENBA(E)RHU, BULIYATE, DA(E)RHAN, KALAQIN, DONGSUNITE,
ETUOKE, ALASHAN, DULAN, HEJINGOIOH 5J1i2 A= DAWO'ERYU, DONGBUYUGUYU, TUZUYU,
DONGXIANGYU, BAOANYUOICH E0i K== #477(1990)0 A 2,939002 JHE & =0l CHoHAM =& ot
0 EEEE =S AE6HALCE

S AHel HluWlle & ZZ YU (dynamic programming) JIEH 2 &St HIBAIEIR A
2l(Levenshtein distance)E AIEdIA D & Hel NA=ze CXE S8 (Multi-Dimensional Scaling) it
HEX Z& 24 (Hierarchical Clustering Analysis)2 O|206t0 4ot D, 24 Z 2| AMUSE <ol
N M=HES9 HES=(phylogenetic tree) =& ZHE= HZoUL. 24 Z1, CHENBARHUS
BULIYATEE THE ZE AHO/EA SUHAM HHS SAIES D A & &
£ =FE 0, {BALINYOUQI, DARHAN}, {ZHENGLANQI, DONGSUNITE} S0l SAtst Hel X E 20|
1 A2, DONGBUYUGU, TUZU, DAWOER, DONGXIANG, BAOANEZ S AHXI2ZIHOI AR Al 2o A
(e YAHEZRH AN d-E 22D Y= A2 HBI R
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The Double Form and Implicature
Ol ol & (Ok==CH)

This paper addresses the use of the so-called double form -essess in Korean, which refers to the doubling



of the suffix -ess. In the absence of much research attention on the double form compared to that devoted
to the single form, this paper explores how the double form is used by ordinary speakers in contemporary
Korean discourse. Language data collected from authentic corpora are analyzed, the manner in which
different modes of communication, namely writing and speaking, affect the use of the double form is
investigated, and the possible causes for any differences are discussed. The study analysis revealed that
the double form is deployed for a wider variety of functions than previous research has assumed, while
supporting the discontinuity sense as the overarching meaning of the double form. On the other hand, the
two types of discourse show a discrepancy in terms of the distribution of these functions. The most
frequently occurring function in written discourse is the double past sense, compared to the simple past
function in the spoken discourse. The discrepancy in the most frequent function in the two corpora is
attributed to the different natures of the discourse. The discontinuity sense, which is the essential meaning
of the double form, is attributed to the intensification of the pastness involved in the single form. This
argument is aided by neo-Gricean pragmatic theories, which postulate that marked forms tend to represent

more marked meanings than their unmarked counterparts



