WHAT _\_§ MmMe COMMON USAGE OF ‘NO@D' ?

SOME EXAMPLES :

A%} !

Mvme~. .. po

, tat’s the wong word.
TT'en So?ns to cead you a st o 7 words
" Do yov know this Wm-d,z,’ ’ “No’bu-l' T enous Lok heord b

N How do Yyav S?a,” et ercl? '

A

Do Nou krow what -Huas wordl ”‘4-‘”‘3?

R I was oot bv‘hQr"PlyT:\S _“ h Wk¢+’7’fl~a+s not q Warol! !
Bo ou kkrow Low 4o prorernce. Hais WWOL'_?'

(TS NOT ’mcoue&eur, OF COove-SE. iMp«essroN'IschALw) ALL THE

COMMON  USAGES 0F wWokD' AT someHow RELATED o

m@ufSﬁC. kKN OwLeEDGE ?’AND More. oFTENd ey tvat,

T™EY TENODO -p EMPHASIZE KNOWLEDGE WeT A

PHON O LO G CAL FOR M HAS A MaePivG To ﬂGAN;\NG\

WHEMERZ oL NOoT —He Seepkee KNOWS DaaT

e —————.

MEANTNG , AND \fe*\—, THE USAGE ALSO reau SN T

COMSISTENT TN vorar— Al OF THE KNOWLED BSE 1S PICked

M—, F - 1 - ‘\\}(
O< Mawm people, T's AMBIGLOUS WHETWER “Kyow
A wWoro' . EEGLiRES K rOWLEDGRE of T™E

MEANING &S well AS mie ForM. AND WHAT aARouT

THe  “huttectlyig" ExareE?



1S SPOW EN LANGUAGE MmADE OF \/\/O'E'D(S?

HOW DO HUMAN MinDS STWORE LANGUAGE - SPECIFIC

W NOWLEDGE ABOUT HOW CONCEPTS WMAP TO SYNTAX
AND  PHONO0LOGYT

ONE COMMON ANSWER IS A LIST OF ‘WORDS — O/, iN

. ! < !
TECHNICAL JAREON “LEXICAL TTEMS — KIND Of LIKE

A ©ICTION ARY. EACH LExicAL ITEM CONTAINS CONCEPTVAL,
SYNTACTIC, AND ©HONOLOGICAL INFORMATION , AND THE

' 1S CALLED
SET OF 1TEMS, HOWEVER wManY THERE ARE, 1S

THE ‘LEXICON .

!
)

SYwTAX

CovrIT,
NOuUN y Count NO\IN‘ MASS \ NOVN, /

\ MA scuLnE
\ |

\
/S.r o8 5/ ; /fa/

\
ENGULSH LEXICON TRAGHENT ,
1

PHONOLOGY /lA a0 ,{—-/

FRrencH LEXI co,
FRAG)AENT'

~

. \ ‘ .

THE LEXICAL TEM TERMINOLOGNY ApoPrYs A METAPHUOR THAT

'S OFTEN USEFUL N HUWIAN REASONING — THE OBTEQT/\TEM
METAPHOR. | THE (EXICON 'S A COLLECTION OF OBJIECTS ; WorDS

ARE "THINGS THAT wWe Cap CouroT, TAIS IS A VAINSTRE AN

WAN OoF TalK ™G TN TSY OHOo LTV GLISTICS TOOAY. BUT s T
THE oNyG waN ¢



A DIFFERENT meTafHOR 1S THAT OF A 7ATH — A

ROUTE THAT Cets uUs FROM POINT A TO0 ©oinT B,

S6 |
AN ALTERY ATWE FRAMEWORWK For LExCA L
WNOWLEDGE S A4S THAT, WHiLE -THERE MaAY BE COunTABLE

SETS OF QCONCEPTVAL i-rey\s) SYNTAXC TTEMS | AND

PHONOLOGY ITEMS ) THERE ARE MO LEXICAL "TEMS
THAT ‘conTAin' ALL THAT {NEORMATION TOGETHER. RATHER,

THERE ARE LEXiCAL PATHS THAT wios LEARN FOR GETING

FROM ONE 1inD OF TEM TO ANOTHER,

ARE THE 1TEM AND PATH METAPHORS EQUALLY GOOD WANS
OF CHARACTERIZING LEXICAL KNOWLEDGE 7 Well, THEY

SEEM PRE\T\I QL os e .IF “THeRre .\S A ONE-TO~ ONE-TO -ONE

RELAﬁONSH‘P BETWEEN CO.NCEPT’ —_ SYNTAX _ PrHONOLOG Y
ITEMS ITEMS 'u'rerts

E.G., ¢ LEXICON iS FusT

Cat
COV’CQP“" NOVN) couwwt — / ke a2 +/

NOUN, MASS — /Srae s/

S(‘O.SS
C oncgp‘\‘

A » L3 !
THEN WE CcAn EiTHER SAY WE HAVE TwOo LEXICAL (TEMS

OR TWO ‘LEXICAL PATAS’, THE AAINSTREAM “ITEM' METAP HOR
SEEMS TO WK FINE TFOR MANY ©OL5ES ' eNGLISH —
AND TS FUNNY HOW OFTEN WE @uiLD THEORIES N
PSNCHMOLEEY witH engLisH cat AND dos AS OUR

PRIMARY EXAMPLES.



BUT WHAT ¥ THE RELATIONS ACROSS DiTEERENT LEVELS
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MUST  ABANDON TworD " TLExicAL iTEp] AND
EVEN CERTAN WIS THAT PSYCHOLOBISTS HAVE

\
USED MOZPHEMES .

WHAT W€ C,Af\’ NAME ARE THE UNTS AT EACH LEVEL

AnND wWe coutltbd Eved NAME e MS? X=

WE sSneaw To oNE MMP?Ne AT A Mk,

W & CoNCePT
w

‘“ﬂ\roh’ ‘r‘? €— ROOT? SANTRCTC UMITT e ppma ?

I \4""' ? SYN-PRan MAPP;NG :

/H“fOL)/ /AF /C\a WORDFOet ¢



