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Park, Dongwon & Park, Haesu. 2024. Korean Copular Constructions. Sign Languages and Linguistics Convergence Research, 1(1), 00-00. This article develops an analysis of the Korean copular construction from a Cognitive Grammar perspective with emphasis on the metonymic type copula. By pointing out that metonymy does not occur untethered, I draw attention to the importance of defining metonymy in a verifiable way. I attempt to identify the locus of metonymy based on the definitive properties laid out in Panther & Thornburg (2007) [Panther, Klaus-Uwe & Linda L. Thornburg. 2007. Metonymy. In Dirk Geeraerts & Hubert Cuyckens (eds.), The Oxford Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics (pp. 236–263)]. I then argue that information structure plays a vital role in the rise of the metonymic meaning; given information tends to induce metonymy more easily than new information because of its relative conceptual salience. It is demonstrated that the metonymic link between the source and the target content is strengthened when the source gives rise to given information, thereby narrowing the conceptual distance between the two content. This narrowed conceptual distance makes the target more accessible from the source; therefore, the locus of metonymy tends to be associated with given information. 	Comment by 만든이: 170~180 words
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1. Introduction
1.1. Background 
1.1.1. (If you have sub-sections, keep using non-italic font and continue to number 1.1.1, 1.1.2, etc.)
This article is a modest attempt to develop an analysis of the Korean copular construction from a Cognitive Grammar (CG) perspective. The copula,-ita, is the 8th most frequently used verb in the written genres, and its frequency is ranked 3rd in spoken Korean (Yu & Nam, 2016). Thus, it is not surprising that we find ample research on this verb from various theoretical perspectives. Influenced by the research on the English copula (Higgins 1979, Partee 1987, Heycock & Kroch 2002, among others), scholars have attempted to account for this construction within various formal syntactic and semantic frameworks. Representative research of these approaches includes but is not limited to Choi (2011), Jhang (1995), Kim (2016), Kim & Sells (2007), Sohn (2004), and Yoon (2008), among others. This type of research aims to tease out the formal properties of the construction, and these scholars generally categorize the Korean copula into three types, as illustrated in (1).[footnoteRef:1] [1:  The abbreviations used in this article are as follows  Acc: Accusative; Adn: Adnominalizer; Comp: Complementizer; Conj: Conjunction; Conn: Connective; Cop: Copula; Dcl: Declarative; End: Sentence Ender; DP: Discontinued Past; Gen: Genitive; Hon: Honorific; KES: the schematic nominal kes; Neg: Negation; Nom: Nominative; Pol: Polite; Prs: Present; Pst: Past; Q: Question; Top: Topic.  ] 


(1)		a.	Equative
				 	Chelswu-ka		Tongswu-i-ta!	
					C-Nom					T-Cop-Dcl
					‘Chelswu is Tongswu!’
			b. 	Predicational
					Chelswu-ka		haksayng-i-ta.
					C-Nom					student-Cop-Dcl
					‘Chelswu is a student.’
			c. 	Specificational
					ku 	chayk-uy 			ceca-nun			Chelswu-i-ta.
					that	book-Gen		author-Top		C-Cop-Dcl
					‘The author of that book is Chelswu.’

The other group of researchers, who work within the Kwukehak tradition, tend to provide a finer-grained categorization. For example, Nam’s (2004) corpus-based study identifies at least six types of copular constructions, as shown in (2). 

(2)		a. 	sayspyel-i 							kumseng-i-ta.
				 	morning.star-Nom			Venus-Cop-Dcl
				 	‘The morning star is Venus.’
			b. 	Yengho-ka 	simphan-i-ta.
					Y-Nom			umpire-Cop-Dcl
					‘Yengho is an umpire.’
			c. 	Chelswu-nun	 	sachwunki-i-ta.
					C-Top							adolescent.period-Cop-Dcl
					Lit: ‘Chelswu is the adolescent period.’
					Intended: ‘Chelswu is going through the adolescent period.’
			d. 	kongsa-ka 						acik 		kkuthna-ci 			anh-un  		moyang-i-ta.
					construction-Nom	yet			finish-Conn		Neg-Adn 	shape(seem)-Cop-Dcl	
					Lit: ‘The construction is the shape of unfinished.’
					Intended: ‘The construction does not seem over yet.’ 
			f. 	na-n 		khephi-i-ta.
					I-Top		coffee-Cop-Dcl
					‘I am coffee.’
			g. 	wuli-ka 		cheum 	manna-n 				kes-un 					Busan-eyse-i-ess-ta
					we-Nom		first			meet-Adn			KES-Adn			Busan-in-Cop-Pst-Dcl
					Lit: ‘What we met first was in Busan.’
					Intended: ‘It was in Busan that we met first.’				

While Kwukehak scholars provide robust observations of the data, they tend to pay relatively little attention to the relevance of their observations/analyses to contemporary linguistic theories.[footnoteRef:2] Interestingly, examples like (3) haven’t drawn much attention from either group. For this reason, I consider Choi (2017) and Kim (2015) rare exceptions. Kim (2015) analyzes the copula with emphasis on the type given in (3a), adopting the notion of meaning transfer proposed by Nunberg (1978, 1979, 1993, 1995, 2002). Working within a cognitive linguistic framework, Choi (2017) argues that metonymy plays a central role in the interpretation of copular sentences.  [2:  Representative research conducted in the Kwukehak tradition includes Yang (2000), Kim (2002), Im (2006), Nam (2004), Lim (2005), Seo & Jeong (2018), Kim (2019), among many others.  ] 


(3)		a. 	na-nun 		haympeke-i-ta.
					I-Top			hamburger-Cop-Dcl
					‘As for me, I am a hamburger.’
			b. 	nay-ka		haympeke-i-ta.
					I-Nom		hamburger-Cop-Dcl
					‘I am a hamburger.’
			c. 	appa-nun 	tto 				ku 			soli-i-ya?
					dad-Top		again		that		sound-Cop-Q
					Literal: ‘Is Dad that sound again?’
					Intended: ‘Is Dad repeating the same story again?’ 
				 (D. Choi, 2017, p. 87)			

2. Literature
I aim to refine Choi’s (2017) proposal in this article. While Choi (2017) is on the right track in adopting the notion of metonymy for the analysis of the Korean copula, his analysis is overextended to encompass non-metonymic copular constructions. For example, Choi (2017) suggests that (1b) is metonymic in that Chelswu undergoes a metonymic shift from Chelswu (person) to his identity/occupation. Unlike Choi (2017), I demonstrate that examples like (1b) are not metonymic. 
This article focuses on metonymic copular constructions presented in (3). The key nature of my proposal is as follows: First, I demonstrate that given information is more susceptible to metonymic interpretation. For example, (3a) is the most natural response to a question like (4).

[Table 2] Iconic mapping for CSL abstract verb FORGET
	ARTICULATOR
	SOURCE

	[Null]
	An object

	Forehead
All fingers gathered
All fingers gathered 
touch forehead
	Head
Holding an object
Object located in head

	All fingers gathered 
move beside head
	Relocate an object out of head

	All fingers gathered 
change to all open-extended
fingers beside head
	Release an object out of head



[image: EMB000058d82ccc]
[Figure 2] CSL abstract verb FORGET (Standard CSL Dictionary, p. 886)
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