M 152 T2 W Pr=ol FHEAR Zacir

FRol WE Sl E29) ARY A7

etE $AS, FolFEety, ARE G

[+
FA% - RA - JEE

>

The Statistical Relatior:ship between Types and Tokens

Kyung Sook Yang, Byung Sun Park, Jun Ho Lim

Department of Statistics, Korean Lit. & Lan., Computer Science Korea University, Seoul, Korea

ot

29

o] =29 FH2 IAFX: A7 wE ERlY B2 WAE 94U $AE Wler 1 53E wsluA &
= Aok AF7HA] ZHAE TFHRe ©l oA, AR S 1 2k I EAS vlEo] ZHA
TE 1R AT e FoF neiigolqint old BAlE dHo] o] IHAE FHOE B At
FE vt AT FF01E IR F PLE A7 Hol o|FRR] Attt o] AFele FATA T
¢ @ d=o] 2TA 199 o|BE o R BeA 7] Sl v wijld ES3Y A #AE 3
7HA 23l disf nlwatglor HFH o2 ARIMARES ol83le] 1 §54 dAE weugid. a7 2%
of W= Fzo] Ame o 1% ojdY EES 71E2E BRlY Wl i E3EHE FHE BAY d
7ol 2l 228 Ay s ol8ed AR ARE olfsiriEtE, R ARM Y BYUFE AN E &

N

=
of =% 532 A FR(IVN BE Bl &
3] BAE 99 TAY YHeE 1 38 W1
Al sk Aot AF7HA ZHAE TFESR= Ul oA,
2159 e ue A8 434 A tEY] 25
2 7% 1RY FAE e 28 neAolth

old FAle 90| ¥l FHAE FHLE B AWt
YE v} QAT B=olE tFo R ¢ AU AT
Ho] o]FoR|A] Ykt 53] o] Aolre= A A
Tl oA gk EQ dd) d=o] 2EX 199 of
e e BeA 7] 7l o B BEEY 4
WS FA4 EL(ARIMA) S ol83le 11 ¢ #AE
wR Qo7 ok a8a $A1E e g9Es] A8ste
O BAE 2AE £ 9 T JZei

E-mail : ksyang27@korea.ac.kr
E-mail : bpark@ikc.korea.ac.kr
E—mail : jhim@nip.korea.ac.kr

oL, TStk &g FAXY 2AE AT 5 YA dok

AT dao] W2l o] A o 1A% @S 7
02 ElRle] W3] vk E3lEHE FAE BUth o
7ol g8l =28 daE ol8dhd AR ARE °
Sattiets, titE Agelx e BjleE Ads E +
oog, g% ggste A8 FAAEY 2 AANE
T A B E o)g} TE0] o] =RolA A= UE
FHAE Hske zt A=, R 1 33 5L
Bl ol A83eha, 7 dojaisER A7l ARE =
HA9 FRE P3| 5t B} Aol FAH
A7 e AlE 5 ok 2o

I:CI)I'

oty

1. O 04 Al

o] Ao AREg Al Fof DX 21A417] AlEAl
7o) 71247 7= BaloA] 1998EFE] 2001 d7HA]
TE3 Ao AR 190 ojHolt). o] AZEL vl
7 Qo] 5 £X o] 84S sl IES sew &
5 5435 71239 TEI mark—up 59 E=3E A

T

81



th.
Tolx Wal= EZo|g BAH0E HAEA H
ARINE J|1E0E 3= AHRA, oA AFE AHS
o] #RE JehlE Aot} 18 Ello|# BEES #8
42 hir Ao R = A EEY FF S
Yehl= Aolt}, 1#d o] AFeMe &A3] 71413 A
9] BHoA dojzlog 72 EFoHEE 7|3 Ho
7] FAo] & A9E T U e} E et
A= So] YN, g U=, oiRF’ T T
EdolA|gt 2% TE ERIoE Hgkrh

o] A2 52 EZ¥ Bl FE Al dl oA gl
A AFE nle} o] HoRT|(AF0]2N) E BHZ FA o
2 2297 7] ¥§ o 58 EF 0 oj@=E 153t
Ack ol= ZIAAE e 712 Q) dgirt Ado|AE V)
Fo2 3 ofd d9de v Flojrh Adojsta oz F
o AU zAgA2E 27 F e, ol YuxEs &
o] Feja Ayl F3E DFAE o] &8 4 Qlrh Ao
Aoz A A7 U A7 ol AF AL
0] 43} F3o) APF o Folct.

2. Nz A9

2147 AEAZ-Zo7|2AE 75 BN 75T
AREL BF EF mdolth o159 71AIF M2AE A
% 6999719 TS HAE g WGk

AA) I 2= F 114,387,0080]2Z o A
A= uf 1004 ojd¥E EEE F7MAZAA 74 E
A& AxtsiFnk ElRlFe] Wbt o] AR F=2H &
Aol G B § 7] wiEe] 246 AR IHA
d 6999718 GFE o83l &A WEst it

ERQIZ E37H] @A ES A3 AR BE2 7Y
B3 (cubic modeD), FYJEH (power model) 1] AR-
IMA R ¥ (autoregressive integrated moving average mo-
deDelt}. o1& 37K 26l tigt Brks B8 xRN
o] ozt AHY 5§ 0|83t o]FoFt

)

dd g

ERIT EE7] BAE ATET] A3 dAF o AR
®E e Fig. 12 19 ool digte] 100012
SedE A BES ey B8] BAE vehiie A
S (line plot)olth. A9 A7 FARE BAE Bolx
Ack

YA AR EE vehE ERIT EE7H] Fo

82

eivicicicErieieinick
PR TN U0 S0 NN U U0 0N 0% YO S WO VRSO 2% OO0 -4

£ S S e N
b o8 oe oW

A
B O M0 W %P o8

x4
R
&
-
o
3

¥ T
Fig. 1. E}RI1} E39| MEH.

e B E T S UBHERYE
il T

2

T T 7 T f 1 T 1 Iy
RN EEEEEE NN

Fig. 2. £30HH| Elgle| WEgo| M H.

Dependent Variable: TYPE
o b
& =y u
[ v n@pﬂ
o b . & & 'ﬁq!gf;&
a q‘f:";ﬂﬁ f o kil @

-3

2

e

1
b

]
&~
2

]

Regression Standardized Residual

.
o

20 -15 -0 -5 80 & 10 15 28

Regression Standardized Predicted Value

XER.

Fig. 3. FUIHoIl MEAIZ F2f Tx

A5 (Pearson’ s correlation) = 0.995% 1%2] &
o]4=F (significance level) oA EAA 2 F2v|dt A=
B - A5 g AR AV S & F
=3

Fig. 2& EZ0] i3t el}]e] ¥E&E vehd Axso]
o} B39 F7lo ke Elgle] BiE-go] o Hnle|d o)A
X FA3] Zasith 1 o|FEE AFFog dvts] 7
2311 J5E € F Atk olE F ¥l AdASrE
—-0.8372 AXtEe] &2 g eIt

Fig. 18] A= 2RE E&9] Wl u& €]l 7
T2 dF3] Y5t daHoR FU RPN HRHS
el
vy sudde it glojg A A=), AEEe

)

1o

O



°F 99% = "¢ A UskAT Fig. 3, Fig. 49} 2] 24t
o g 7FgE IFATIA F3lx IS8 848 + Yo
tigo] exte] 5P AWE F e vNl-%e FAF
gol FRIEFNAE 0.172 AT FYEFAAE

1.5 =
8 -
z 1.0 o B TS,
Y o % EX 0 h
[ 54 ‘:‘.f';’ ° ',;;
& Yoo
F 004 B S
e @ T
% -.54 %
B 0 w;
g ~1.54 “P“% %'»‘u
. >
2 .zad &,
|3
4 -z2s
-3 -2 -1 0 t
Zscore: Fit for TYPE with TOKEN from CU
Fig. 4. Tt D H0| XEAIZ] F£L| RXIER.
1.0
5
0.04
-5 ' Confidence Limits
L
Q "
< -1.0 . MlCoetficient
T 3 5 7 9 11 13 15
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
Lag Number
Fig. 5a. 2IXI2 E}eJoll it ACF.
1.0
5
0.04
&
I -5 Confidence Limits
8
& -
a -1.0 ElCoefiticient
1 3 5 7 8 11 13 t5
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
Lag Number

Y= 9 DHA R0 HE EIYD E29 ARt ¢
0.338% AWt=o] 13 27 1dadArT S-S YeRgich

o|g} 2L tWl-Si& BARS ¥l A #te] 0.99
AEE FA4 AAE(G sSEE S ugony Fujuy
o] Fgst Bo] obdg YEehdt) of&d EZo] 100%
oY TS oo we} IR BlQlSe] Wist 1
ol A2 RIS o] da-g YEhllE Foltk

AN tFE AAG AFEHL BSAIRLY b
OlEI7 ME @] Qi A9l AL 5 e B4
] shjojt}. Fig. 5a¢} Fig. 5be 9A1a Ello] EE49)
W3l W& 2P (ACF) 8 813 #3=(PACF)
£ Jehiiy 813430 AAQE A5YES BAFETh

AAIE ArgEA oA pEshe WA 3-S (white noise) °l
s 7P 25 8 S ol 83k £ ATelA A}
£& ulo|e 9] B¢ 24 x| /83150t

ERE 23 2HES F A dRgesl S iadE
AwE F3} Fig. 6a, 6b9} 0] 95% AlZ]G7F Qtefl S0
202 ex1de] gigt 7Hgo] HEHASE & S ok

TYPE

" Confidence Limits

ACF

-1.0,

MlCoetticient

1 3 5 7 9
2 4 6 8

11 13 15
10 12 14 16

Lag Number

Transforms: difference (2)

Fig. 6a. 2xt XHEEl EIRJ| ACF.

TYPE

t 3 5 7 8
2 4 6 8

Confidence Limits

Partial ACF

MlCoetticient

13 15
10 12 14 16

tag Number

Transforms: difference (2)

Fig. 5b. iXt2 EIJ0| CHEt Partial ACF.

Fig. 8b. 2x} XM=&l ElRIQ| Partial ACF.

83



R1ZEE -1C: EHEQ2)

Table 1. ARIMA(0,2,1) 2¥XEt A1t

Table 2. & ElS(LS)

Nurr)ber of 99
residuals

Standard 11212.2
error

Log _
likelihood 10628

AIC 2129.6

SBC 2134.8

Andalysis of Variance :
DF Adj. Sum of squares residual variance

Residuals 97 12244596411.2125713816.4
Variables in the Model :
APPROX.
B SEB T-RATIO PROB.

MAI 5788 .085 6.7648 00000000
CONSTANT —1203.86 481.366 —2.5009 .01406283
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Egs #5d ARIMA(0,2,1)
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o n R Lk s R Lol &
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97 9307132 9298970 9318132 9279809
98 9375761 9375910 9395072 9356749
99 9459172 9443941 9474226 9413656
100 9522556 9511225 9552296 9470153
101 9590357 9577761 9629848 9525673
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Comelations

_ TYPE TJOKEN B_TT

TYPE Pearson Comelation 1 .97~ -.9644
8ig. (2—tailed) . .000 .000
N 92 92 92

TOKEN  Psamon Comslation 874 1 -.944a
8ig. (2 -tailed) .000 . .000
N 92 92 92

R.TT Peamon Comelation -.964+ =944+ 1
8jg. {2~tailed) .000 .000 .
N 92 92 92

*+. Comelation is signifioant at the 0.07 level (2-tailed).
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