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Approach.TheLinguisticAssociationofKoreaJournal,21(3),135-150.Thisstudyaims

toprovidesomeaspectsofKoreanblendswithintheframeworkofCorrespondence

Theory.Inspiteofitsproductiveandsystematiccharacteristics,fewerinterestshave

relativelybeengiventotheanalysesofblendsinKorean.Inthepreviousstudies,

blendingislargelycategorizedintotwogroups:overlappingandnon-overlapping

blends.However,wefoundthedistinctionoftwokindsofblendsdoesnotplaya

salientroleinouranalysis.Inordertoderivetheoptimaloutput,wedivide

constraintsinto the undominated and dominated ones.Oftheundominated

constraints,MinContribentailingBlend=MinWordrequiresthatatleastonesyllable

ofeachbasewordshouldbeinvolvedincreatingblendsforthepurposeof

increasingtherecoverabilityofbases.Inaddition,Align(BW,BW(σ))forcesaswitch

pointtobelocatedatthesyllableboundary.Finally,sincetheoveralllengthofthe

blendshouldbeidenticaltothatofthelongerbase,inouranalysisMax-σ andDep-

σ aregradientlycountedbasedonBat-El'ssuggestion(1996).
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1. Introduction

Blendingreferstoaword-formationprocessthattwoexistingwordsare

combinedintoone,accompaniedbyclippingorsubtractingsomepartsoftwo

basewordswithorwithoutoverlappingsegments.Inspiteofitsproductive,

*Igratefullyacknowledgethehelpfulcommentsbytheanonymousreviewers.Allthe

remainingerrorsaremine.
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predictable,andsystematiccharacteristics,asareotherwordformationprocesses

likeaffixationandcompounding,blendinghaslongbeendealtwithasan

arbitraryandmarginalprocessbysomescholars.Inparticular,Bauer(1983)

arguesthatwhenblendsarenewlycreatedfrom thepartsoftwootherwords,

noobviousrulesareappliedandthecoinerisalsoexplicitlyfreetotakeas

muchfrom eitherbaseasisfelttobenecessaryordesirable.

Duetothispreviousview towardblending,notuntilonlyrecentlyhave

manystudiesonblendingbeenconducted.However,someresearchershave

arguedthatblendingisnotarbitrarynorlessimportant,butahighlysystematic

andwellrule-governedword-formationprocess,whichcanappropriatelybe

explainedbasedonaconstraint-basedapproach(Kubozono,1990;Bat-El,1996;

Piñeros,1999;Hong,2005;Jin,2005,andothers).

Inspiteofthistrend,nowthatblendinginKoreanhasnotbeenconsidered

veryproductivefrom thediachronicperspective,fewerstudiestoanalyze

Koreanblendshavebeenconductedfrom thephonologicalaspectssofar(Seo,

2011;Ahn,2012;Kang,2013).However,therapiddevelopmentofscienceand

technologyandtheinfluxoflotsofforeignwordsorloanwordsintoKorean

havehadevenmorenewwordscreatedbyblending,comparedwiththepast.

Accordingly,inthisstudywewilllookatsomemorphologicalandphonological

aspectsonKoreanblendswithintheframeworkofOptimalityTheory(Prince&

Smolensky,1993;McCarthy&Prince,1995).

Thispaperisorganizedasfollows:Inthenextsection,we presentand

describesomedataproducedbyblending,dividingthem into3groupsbased

onwhattheirsourcewordsare.Section3providestheanalysisofKorean

blends on some morphological and phonological aspects within

Output-to-OutputCorrespondenceTheory(Benua,1995),whichisextendedfrom

CorrespondenceTheory.Finally,weconcludethisstudyandsuggestsome

implicationsforfuturestudyinsection4.

2. Data and Description of Blends in Korean 

Inthissectionwewillpresentthedataproducedbyblendinganddescribe

how theyhavetheirownpeculiarpropertiesincommon,dependingonsome
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typesintowhichwewilldividethem.InordertoanalyzeKoreanblends,itis

necessarytoclearlyunderstandhow wordsarenewlycoinedbyblending.

Kubozono(1990)statesthatblendingoccursbyawordformationprocessas

follows:

(1)Blendingformationrule(Kubozono,1990,p.4)

AB+XY→ AY(eitherBorXcanbenull)

Asseenabove,notethattheleftedgeofthefirstbaseandtherightedgeof

thesecondbasemustbepreservedintheblendswhendefiningblending.Under

suchanecessarycondition,thepreviousstudiesattemptedtoanalyzeblends,

largely categorizing them into two groups: overlapping blends and

non-overlapping blends.Overlapping blendsindicate the case thatsome

segmentsofeachsourcewordaresosharedthatwecannotexactlydemarcate

wheretheboundarybetweensplinterandresidueis.Onotherhand,asblends

whichareproducedwithoutoverlappingsomesegmentshaveacrispboundary,

wecandetectwheretheswitchpointislocatedbetweentwosourcewords.

Sincethisclassificationofblendinghasplayedacrucialroleinanalyzingblends

inthepreviousstudies,thefirststepfortheblendinganalysiswastodivide

blendsintotwogroups.

However,inthisstudywewilltrytoclassifyandexamineKoreanblends

accordingtotheoriginsofsourcewords,ratherthancategorizingblendsby

whetheroverlapping segmentswithin sourcewordsexistin blends.The

followingdatashowhowKoreanblendsaredividedaccordingtotheoriginsof

sourcewords.Thedatapresentedinthispaperarelargelychosenfrom Ahn

(2012)andSeo(2011),mostofwhicharecollectedfrom DictionaryofNeologisms

inKoreanandInternetmaterials,asAhnstatesinherthesis.

Asseenin(2),allblendsconsistingoftwoKoreanwordsarecreatedby

combiningeachresidueafterclippingsomepartsofsourcewords.Noticethat

allblendsshowthatonlythefirstsyllableofaleftwordandallresidueofa

rightwordexceptitsfirstsyllablearecombinedinordertocreateanewword,

irrespectiveoftheoverlappingofsegments.Itmeansthatasyllablewithineach

sourcewordisusedasaswitchpointwhichdemarcatestheboundarybetween

thesplinterandtheresidue.
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(2)Type1.NativeKorean+nativeKorean1)

a.ɨ<sa+ha>nɨnim → ɨnɨnim (doctor+God)

b.cən<lato+kyəŋ>saŋto→ cənsaŋto(Cənlato+Kyəŋsaŋto)

c.hak<kyo+ki>suksa→ haksuksa(school+dormitory)

d.t'ək<kap+kəm>c
h
al→ t'əkc

h
al(bribe+prosecutor)

e.c
h
a+ka>kyepu→ c

h
akyepu(car+expenselog)

f.tak+yək>sekwən→ taksekwən(chicken+stationarea)

Thefollowingexamplesareblends,whicharecomposedofanativeKorean

wordandaloanword,regardlessoftheorderoftwowords.Eveninthiscase,

Koreanpeoplearenotsensitivetotheuseoftheirloanwords,whichmakes

themcreateblendsfreely.Alldatain(3a-e)areformedbythesamewayasthe

examplespresentedintype1.Thatis,thefirstsyllableofaleftwordandthe

remainingsyllablessubtractingthefirstsyllableofarightwordarecombined

intoone.Ontheotherhand,theexample(3h)showswhenthelengthofthe

firstbasewordislongerthanthatofthesecondone,thesyllablesizeofthe

blendcouldbedeterminedbythenumberofsyllablesofaleftword.However,

thegeneralpatternislargelydeterminedbythelengthoftherightwords2).In

addition,asshownin(3f-g),whensomepartsofasourcewordareclipped,its

recoverability should besignificantly considered.Recoverability meansthe

deleted partsoftwooriginalwordsmustberecovered fortheintended

1)Ahn(2012)arguesthatallblendscanbedividedintotwogroupsdependingontypesof

combiningpatterns:overlappingandnon-overlappingblends.Forexample,allblendsin

(2a-d)areproduced withoutoverlappingsegments,butin blends(2e-f)overlapping

happens.Thatis,avowel/a/andaconsonant/k/areoverlappedin(2e)and(2f),

respectively.Sheaddsthatthepresenceofoverlappingsegmentscanmakeeachsource

wordkeepmoresegmentsintheresultantblend.

2)Whenitcomestothelengthoftheblends,Ahn(2012)showsthegeneralpatternsareas

follows:

Blend

=leftSW

Blend

=rightSW

Blend

=leftSW

=rightSW

Other Total

14(3.3%) 313(74.5%) 65(15.5%) 28(6.7%) 420

Asshownabove,about90%ofblendshavethesamelengthastherightsourcewords.SW

indicatesasourceword.
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meaningfromblends.Thus,morethanonesyllableofeachwordarecombined

toform blends,whichmakesitpossibletorestoreoriginalwords.

(3)Type2.nativeKorean+loanword(loanword+nativeKorean)

a.p
h
o<k

h
ɨ +sut>kalak→ p

h
okalak(fork+spoon)

b.ak+li>p
h
ɨl→ akp

h
ɨl(bad+reply)

c.pap+sɨ>thədi→ papthədi(rice+study)

d.minpak+ho>t
h
el→ mint

h
el(homestay+hotel)

e.t
h
ek<si+no>sukca→ t

h
eksukca(taxi+homeless)

f.kimchi+hali>wudɨ → kimchiwudɨ (kimchi+Hollywood)

g.piman+piyon>se→ pimanse(obesity+Beyonce)

h.lecən<tɨ +cən>səl→ lecənsəl(legend+folktale)

Allofthedataintype3areformedbythecombinationoftwoloanwords,

mostofwhichconform tophonologicalgrammarorrestrictionsinKorean.The

examplesin(4a-g)havethesamepatternincommonregardlessofthepresence

orabsenceofoverlappingsegments.Thatis,theyareproducedbycombining

thefirstsyllableofleftwordsandtheremainingpartsexceptthefirstsyllable

ofrightwords.Theexamples(4j-k)showthedatawherethefirstbasewordis

longerthanthatofthesecondone,Thedatain(4h-i)showtwosyllablesofthe

firstsourcewordsareincludedintheblends,respectively.Weassumethatthis

patternmightbecausedtomaximizethedegreeofrecoverabilityoforiginal

wordsortoreflectthefootstructureofEnglishwords.AccordingtoItôand

Mester(1995),lexicaldomainsofJapanesecanbestratifiedinto4stratasuchas

'nativevocabulary','assimilatedloans','foreignvocabulary',or'unassimilated

vocabulary'.Considering the core-periphery structure ofthe phonological

lexicon,wecanassumethepeculiarpropertiesofloanwordsmightbepartly

reflectedorkeptintonewlyformedblends.Inparticular,allthedatagivenin

(4l-n)show theexceptionalpatterns,inthattheswitchpointofeachblendis

notatthesyllableboundary3).

3)Ahn(2012)arguesthatasyllableismuchmorepreferableastheswitchpointofblendsthan

anonsetorarhyme.Morethan95% outofblendswithoutoverlappinghaveasyllable

boundaryastheswitchpoint.
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(4)Type3.loanword+loanword

a.ne<t
h
icɨn+li>p

h
ot
h
ə → nep

h
ot
h
ə (netizen+reporter)

b.sel<lə +k
h
ən>syumə → selsyumə (seller+consumer)

c.myu<cik+o>p
h
ela→ myup

h
ela(music+opera)

d.hom +ə>syulənsɨ → homsyulənsɨ (home+assurance)

e.an<t
h
i+ne>t

h
icɨn→ ant

h
icɨn(anti+netizen)

f.p
h
æ<sɨt

h
ɨ +le>sɨt

h
olaŋ→ p

h
æsɨt

h
olaŋ(fast+restaurant)

g.pək<sɨ +ek>sɨp
h
o→ pəksɨp

h
o(bugs+Expo)

h.p
h
oli<t

h
ɨsyən+p

h
ɨlo>p

h
esə → p

h
olip

h
esə 

(politician+professor)

i.s'ælə<limæn+sɨt
h
yu>dənt

h
ɨ → s'ælətənt

h
ɨ

(salariedman+student)

j.tici<t
h
əl+k

h
a>t

h
un→ ticit

h
un(digital+cartoon)

k.k
h
əncəpə<t

h
ipɨ +k

h
itɨ →k

h
əncəpək

h
itɨ (conservative+kid)

l.kæk<mæn+anna>unsə → kækunsə (gagman+announcer)

m.mæ<cik+e>nciniə → mænciniə (magic+engineer)

n.neks<ɨt
h
ɨ +n>opɨlliən→ neksopɨlliən(next+noblian)

Inadditiontothepatternsabove,wefrequentlyencounterblendssomewhat

similartoaffixationintermsofproductivity.Lotsofblendsareformedbyonly

addingthespecificresidueofarightwordtothepartialorfullpartofaleft

wordlikecreatingnew wordsbyattachingasuffix.Theexamplessuchas

-t
h
ing(meeting),-t

h
einə (entertainer),-p

h
arac

h
i(paparazzi),-tol(idol),-llela

(PrincessCinderella),and-piannait
h
ɨ (ArabianNight)areproductivelyusedlike

suffixesintheformationprocessofKoreanblends.From adifferentview,this

word-formationprocesscanberegradedasfolketymologybecauseunanlysable

partscanmistakenlybetreatedasanalysableonesbasedonwronganalogical

inference.

(5)Type4.suffixation

a.-p
h
arac

h
i(paparazzi)

k
h
a+p

h
a>p

h
arac

h
i→ k

h
ap
h
arac

h
i(car+paparazzi)

sik<p
h
um +p

h
a>p

h
arac

h
i→ sikp

h
arac

h
i(food+paparazzi)

sən<kə +p
h
a>p

h
arac

h
i→sənp

h
arac

h
i(election+paparazzi)
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b.-t
h
iŋ(meeting)

cəŋ<ki+mi>t
h
iŋ→ cəŋ>t

h
iŋ(periodical+meeting)

p
h
on+mi>t

h
iŋ→ p

h
ont

h
iŋ(phone+meeting)

t'aŋ+mi>t
h
iŋ→ t'aŋt

h
iŋ(land+meeting)

From allthedatapresentedin(2),(3),and(4),thegeneralizationregarding

Koreanblendscanbesummarizedasfollows:

(6)GeneralizationsaboutKoreanblends

a.Thelengthofblendslargelyagreeswiththenumberofsyllablesof

arightword.

b.Thelengthofarightwordismorethanorequaltothatofaleft

wordintheuniversalpattern.

c.Thesyllableboundaryispreferredtotheboundaries betweenan

onsetandarhyme,orapeakandacodaasaswitchpointofeach

baseword.

d.Thepresenceorabsenceofoverlappingsegmentsisnotadecisive

factorintheanalysisofKoreanblends.

e.Thefirstsyllableofaleftwordandtheresidueexceptthefirst

syllableofarightwordarecombinedintoone.

f.Intermsofsemanticaspects,arightsourcewordshouldbea

semantichead.

g.Beforecreatingblends,recoverabilityofthebaseword hasa

significantroleinclipping.

h.Exceptionalpatterns,whichdonotfollowgeneralizationsofblends

happenmoreinthecombinationoftwoloanwordsthanother

cases.

Sofarwehavepresentedsomedataformedbyblendingandhavedescribed

thegeneralizationconcerninghowtwooriginalwordsarecombinedintoone.In

thenextsection,wewillprovideananalysisforKoreanblendsbasedonthe

frameworkofCorrespondenceTheory.
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3. Analysis of Korean Blends

Inthissection,wewillprovideananalysisforblendsinKoreanunder

CorrespondenceTheory.Theconstraintsemployed in ouranalysesareas

follows:

(7)TheconstraintsforKoreanblends

a.Anchorconstraints

I.LeftAnchor(BW1,Blend):The leftedge ofthe BW1 must

correspondtotheleftedgeoftheblend.

ii.RightAnchor(BW2,Blend):TherightedgeoftheBW2must

correspondtotherightedgeoftheblend.

b.RightAnchor(Head)

Theheadbasemustcorrespondtotherightedgeoftheblend.

c.Align(BW,BW(σ))

i.Align(BW1,R,σ,R):Aligntherightedgeofsomesyllablewith

therightedgeofBW1.

ii.Align(BW2,L,σ,L):Aligntheleftedgeofsomesyllablewith

theleftedgeofBW2.

d.MinimalContribution(MinContrib)

Each basemustcontributeatleastonesyllabletotheblend.

(Bat-El,1996)

e.Blend=MinWord

Theblendmusthaveatleast2syllables.

f.HeadMax-σ

Everysyllableintheheadmusthaveacorrespondentintheblend.

g.HeadDep-σ 

Everysyllableintheblendmusthaveacorrespondentinthehead.

When analyzing Korean blends,above all,we need two anchoring

constraints,LeftAnchor(BW1,Blend)andRightAnchor(BW2,Blend)requiring

thattheleftedgeofBW1mustcorrespondwiththeleftedgeoftheblendand

therightedgeofBW2mustcorrespondwiththerightedgeoftheblend.These

anchoring constraintsshould beundominated in allblend analysessince
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blendingentailsthenecessaryconditionthattheleftedgeoftheBW1andthe

rightedgeofBW2mustagreewiththeleftand rightedgeofablend,

respectively.Whenitcomestotheorderoftwobases,RightAnchor(Head)

restrictsthattheheadbasewordstandattherightedgeoftheblend,blocking

thechangeoftheirorder.Inshort,thisconstraintisresponsiblefortheorder

ofthebasesinblends,asthephonologicalheadisuniversallyfixedattheright

edge(Kubozono,1990).However,thisconstraintwillbeignoredinouranalysis

becauseitshouldbepredeterminedbysemanticfactors.

Second,thealignmentconstraint,Align(BW,BW(σ))whichiscloselyrelated

toswitchpoints,servestoagreetherightedgeofthefirstbasewiththeleft

edgeofthesecondbasewordatthesyllableboundary.Thatis,thisconstraint

showsthatthesyllableboundarycanplayahighlyimportantroleincarrying

outthedemarcativefunctionbetweenthesplinterandtheresidue.Weneedto

notethatotherprosodiccategoriessuchasfootoronset-rhymeintheanalysisof

Koreanblendsperformverylimitedrolesinseparatingthesplinterandresidue,

unlikeEnglishblends.

Third,sinceMinContribisaconstraintthatatleastonesyllableoftwo

basesshouldbeintheblend.Thus,itcontributestopreservethesemantic

propertyoftheblend,whichincreasestherecoverabilityofthebases.Onthe

otherhand,Blend=MinWordregulatestheminimum sizeoftheblendsthat

blendsmustbeatleastdisyllabic.From thisrequirement,wecanadoptthe

Bat-El'sargument(1996)thatMinContribentailsBlend=MinWord.Sinceblends

consistoftwobases,eachbaseshouldoccupyatleastonesyllableinthe

blends.ThishasanimplicationthatBlend=MinWorddoesnothavetobe

consideredinouranalysisfrom now on.

Finally,twoheadidentityconstraints,HeadMax-σ andHeadDep-σ,which

areinvolvedinone-to-onecorrespondenceofsyllablesbetweentheblendand

theheadbaseword,shouldbeaddedtokeeptheprocessesofsyncopeand

epenthesiswithintheheadbasefrom arisingintheblend.

Summinguptheresultsofthediscussionsofar,wenow turntothe

analysisofKoreanblends.Therankingschemathatweneedtouseisgivenin

(8):
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(8)TheconstrainthierarchyforKoreanblends

a.Undominatedconstraints:

LeftAnchor(BW1,Blend),RightAnchor(BW2,Blend),

MinContrib,Blend=MinWord,RightAnchor(Head)

b.Dominatedconstraints

Align(BW,BW(σ))≫ HeadMax-σ,HeadDep-σ 

LetusbeginwiththeconstraintsundominatedintheanalysisofKorean

blends.Ascanbeseenintableau1,theundominatedanchoringconstraints

ruleoutcandidates(1a,1b)thattheedgesofablenddonotcorrespondtothe

rightorleftedgeofbases,respectively.Ontheotherhand,candidates(c,d)in

tableau1arealsoeliminatedfrom optimalcandidatesbyviolatingMinContrib.

Tableau 1. sel<lə + k
h
ən>syumə → selsyumə

sel.lə +
k
h
ən.syu.mə

LeftAnchor
(BW1,Blend)

RightAnchor
(BW2,Blend)

MinContrib

a.lə..syu.mə *!

b.sel.lə.khən *!

c.sel.lə *! *!

d.se.syu.mə *!

e.sel.mə

f.sel.lyu.mə

g.sel.lə.syu.mə 

h.sel.syu.mə

Oftheremainingcandidates,weshouldchoosetheoptimaloutputwiththe

helpofsomelowerrankedconstraints.

Tableau2brieflydemonstrateshowwecanderivetheoptimaloutputwith

theadditionaldominatedconstraintsandtheirrankinggivenin(8b).Candidate

(b)intableau2isnon-optimalwithrespecttoAlign(BW,BW(σ))sinceitdoes

nothaveaswitchpointatthesyllableboundaryofeachbase.Asasyllableis

omittedincandidate(2a)andaddedincandidate(2c),andconsequentlythese

candidatesincurtheviolationofHeadMax-σ and HeadDep-σ,respectively.

Thus,candidate(2d)seemstotentativelybechosenasanoptimalblendby

satisfyingallgivenconstraintsabove.
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Tableau 2. sel<lə + k
h
ən>syumə → selsyumə 

sel.lə +khən.syu.mə Align
(BW,BW(σ))4) HeadMax-σ HeadDep-σ 

a.sel.mə *!

b.sel.lyu.mə *!

c.sel.lə.syu.mə *!

☞ d.sel.syu.mə

However,ifweconsiderincludingsel.lə.mə asapossiblecandidateinour

analysis,wecannotappropriatelyderivetheoptimaloutputunderthegiven

ranking.Thus,weneedamoreconstraint,Max-seg(BW2)requiringthatthe

segmentsofbaseword2havecorrespondentsintheblendasmanyaspossible.

Asaresult,itcausesmostsyllablesexceptthefirstsyllableofthesecondbase

tobepreservedintheblendtoreduceitsviolations.Asshownbelow,itis

rankedbelow HeadMax-σ andHeadDep-σ andtheoptimalform iscandidate

(3d)duetofewerviolationsofMax-seg(BW2)than(3e).

Tableau 3. sel<lə + k
h
ən>syumə → selsyumə 

sel.lə +khən.syu.mə
Align

(BW,BW(σ))

Head

Max-σ 

Head

Dep-σ 

Max-seg

(BW2)

a.sel.mə *! ******

b.sel.lyu.mə *! ****

c.sel.lə.syu.mə *! ***

☞ d.sel.syu.mə ***

e.sel.lə.mə ****!**

Next,letusconsiderthepatternthatthelengthofthefirstbaseislonger

thanthatofthesecondbase.Insuchanexceptionalpattern,theblendtendsto

complywiththenumberofsyllablesoftheleftwordratherthanthatofthe

4)Wecanencountersomeproblem Align(BW,BW(σ))cannotpredictsomeexceptionaldata.

Forexample,c
h
ik
h
<in+tæ>t

h
oŋlyəŋ→ c

h
ikt
h
oŋlyəŋ(chicken+president)violatesthis

constraint,whichcausesanotherconstraint,Align(BW,BW(sub-σ))tobeaddedinour

analysis.However,wewillignoreconsideringthefactthenumberofexampleswithsuch

patternisverylimited.
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head.Itmeansthatthesyllablenumberofheadcannotplayasalientrolein

determiningthesizeofblend.Forthisreason,therestrictiononthesizeofthe

blendshouldbeextendedintothelongerbaseword.Thatis,thesyllable

correspondencebetweenablendandalongerbaseshouldbedealtwithinthe

analysis.Consequently,weshouldchangethepreviousconstraints,HeadMax-σ 

andHeadDep-σ intoMax-σ andDep-σ,respectively.Inaddition,theproperty

thatisidenticaltothelongersizeoftwobasewordsintheblendforcesMax-σ 

toberankedoverDep-σ.

(9)Additionalconstraints

a.Max-σ

Everysyllableinthebasewordhasacorrespondentintheblend.

b.Dep-σ 

Everysyllableintheblendhasacorrespondentinthebaseword.

Fortheapplicationoftheconstraints,Max-σ andDep-σ,wewilladopt

Bat-El's idea thatwhen every syllable in the blend doesnothave a

correspondentineachbase,itisgradientlyevaluatedtodeterminetheviolation

oftheseconstraints.

Figure 1. How to count Max-σ and Dep-σ (Bat-El, 1996, p. 295)

/σσ,σσσσ/ Max-σ Dep-σ

BW1 σ     
*

σ3inBW2lacksa

correspondentin

theblend

**

σ1andσ2 lack

acorrespondent

inBW1

Blend σ  σ1 σ2

BW2 σ  σ    σ   σ3

Figure1showshow manyasteriskstheygetaccordingtothegradient

evaluationwhenapplyingMax-σ andDep-σ.

Tableau4showshowMax-σ,whereeachsyllableinthebasesshouldhave

acorrespondentintheblend,hasaninfluenceonselectingtheoptimaloutput.

Candidate(4b)violatesAlign(BW,BW(σ)),sincethefirstsyllableinBW2is
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misalignedwiththerightedgeofBW1,whereascandidate(4a)isalsoruled

outbyviolatingMax-σ threetimes.Theoptimalform iscandidate(4d)asit

incursnoviolationsofMax-seg(BW2),contraryto(4c).

Tableau 4. khəncəpə<thipɨ + khitɨ → khəncəpəkhitɨ 

k
hən.cə.pə.thi.pɨ +khi.tɨ Align

(BW,BW(σ)) Max-σ Dep-σ Max-seg
(BW2)

a.k
hən.tɨ *!** **

b.k
hən.cə.pə.i..tɨ *! *** *

c.k
hən.cə.pə.thi..tɨ *** *!*

☞d.khən.cə.pə.khi.tɨ ***

Insum,theconstraintswhichhavebeendemonstratedforKoreanblendscan

behierarchicallyrankedasfollows:

(10)Theconstraintranking

a.Undominatedconstraints:

LeftAnchor(BW1,Blend),RightAnchor(BW2,Blend),

MinContrib,Blend=MinWord

b.Dominatedconstraints

Align(BW,BW(σ))≫ Max-σ ≫ Dep-σ ≫ Max-seg(BW2)

Inthissection,wehaveprovidedconstraint-basedanalysesfor Korean

blends.However,whenitcomestorecoverability,inthispaperithasnot

sufficientlybeendealtwithsinceitisverydifficultormaybeimpossibleto

quantifyhow muchinformationshouldbeinvolvedinrecallingthebases.As

otherremainingproblems,whensomeblendsareformedbythecombinationof

onlyloanwords,withrespecttothesizeofblendsandtheswitchpointsome

exceptionalpatternssomewhatdifferentfrom the universaltendency are

attested.Weassumethatthesepatternsmightbecausedundertheinfluenceof

thephonologicalgrammarofthesourceword.Actually,Englishloanword

blendsmighthavetobeconsideredwithrespecttothefootcloselyrelatedto

stresswhichdoesnotexistinKorean.Wehopefurtherstudywouldrevealthe
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remainingissues.

Inthenextsection,wewillsummarizeandexploreimplicationsofthis

study.

4. Conclusion

Inthisstudy,wehaveanalyzedsomeaspectsonKoreanblendswithinthe

frameworkofCorrespondenceTheory.Althoughblendinghasbeenconsidered

asanunpredictableandarbitrarymorphologicalprocessbysomescholars,lots

ofwordscreatedbyblendingarelistedinthelexiconduetorapiddevelopment

ofscienceandtechnologyandtheexposuretoforeignlanguages.Thus,itis

significantlyworthanalyzingandinvestigatinghowblendsareformed.

Inmostofthepreviousanalyses,blendshavebeendealtwithcategorized

intotwogroups:overlappingandnonoverlappingblends.However,wetriedto

analyzemostblendsinKoreanwithdifficultyundertheappropriateconstraint

rankingregardlessofthisdistinction.

In the optimality theoretic analysis ofblends in Korean,Anchoring

constraintsservetopreservetheleftedgeofthefirstbaseandtherightedgeof

thesecondbaseintheblend,whichmeetsthedefinitionofblending.Whenit

comestotheswitchpoint,Align(BW,BW(σ))playsasignificantroleinthata

syllablelargelyfunctionsindemarcatingthesplinterandtheresidueofeach

baseword,whichblocksthecasethataswitchpointislocatedatasub-syllable

boundarysuchasonset-rhymeorpeak-coda.

InadditiontoAnchoringandAlignmentconstraints,weneedadditional

undominatedconstraints,MinContribandBlend=MinWord.MinContribisa

constraintrequiringthatatleastonesyllableofeachbaseshouldbeinthe

blend,whichmeanstheblendconsistsofatleasttwosyllables.Consideringthat

theconstraint,Blend=MinWordprescribestheminimum requirementaboutthe

sizeoftheblendthattheblendmusthaveatleasttwosyllables.However,

Blend=MinWord doesnothavetobeconsidered sinceMinContribentails

Blend=MinWord.

Finally,theoverallsyllablelengthoftheblendedformislargelyidenticalto

thatofthelongersourcewordofthetwo,andcanbeexplainedbyconstraints
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Max-σ andDep-σ.FortheevaluationofMax-σ andDep-σ,weadoptBat-El's

washowtocountthenumberofeachviolation.

TheconstraintrankingsforKoreanblendscanbesummarizedasfollows:

(11)Theconstraintranking

LeftAnchor(BW1,Blend),RightAnchor(BW2,Blend),

MinContrib,Blend=MinWord≫ Align(BW,BW(σ))≫ Max-σ ≫

Dep-σ ≫ Max-seg(BW2)

WethinkthatmanyblendsinKoreancanbeexplainedundertheconstraints

andtheirrankingthatwesuggested.InspiteoftheattempttoanalyzeKorean

blends,therehavestillbeensomeremainingproblemssuchasrecoverabilityin

thefunctionalgrammarandexceptionalcasestobesolvedinfurtherstudy.
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