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Abstract

This study has experimented and materialized a
computational which

hybridizes full model and decomposition model as

lexical model

processing
applying lexical acquisition, one of early stages of
human lexical processes, to Korean. As the result of
the study, we could simulate the lexical acquisition
process of linguistic input through experiments and
studying, and suggest a theoretical foundation for
the of grammatical
categories. Also, the mode]l of this study has shown
proofs with which we can infer the type of the
mental lexicon of the human cerebrum through
full-list dictionary

which were automatically produced in the study.
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