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ABSTRACT

The present thesis objectives are to study and compare noun categorization and the
cognitive process associated with noun categorization by classifiers in Thai and Korean. Data was
gathered via interviews with 50 Thai undergraduate students and 50 Korean students. The theory
of idealized cognitive models, or ICMs, is employed for data analysis.

Results show that noun categorization and the cognitive process in noun categorization
by classifiers in Thai and Korean have similarities and differences. The human classifier group
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such as the classifier “kfion” in Thai, and “myeong”, “saram”, and “in” in Korean categorize
nouns as humans with respect to the classical taxonomy model. Also, the classifier “#hdn” in Thai
and “bun” in Korean categorize nouns as respectable persons with respect to the complex model.

¢

At the same time, there are also differences. Respectively, classifier “nai” and “nang” in Thai
categorize nouns as typical male and female occupations with respect to the simple model.
Classifier “ong” in Thai, besides, categorizes nouns into 2 classes including Buddhist animates
which are at the center and Buddhist inanimates which extended from the center with respect to
the radial category model. These are not found in the Korean language. The classifier “nom” in

Korean categorizes nouns as disrespectable persons with respect to the simple model which is not

found in the Thai language.



The animal classifier group in Thai and Korean have both similarities and differences.

’

Classifier “tua” in Thai and “mari” in Korean categorize nouns as animals. However, the
classifier “tua” also categorizes furniture and clothes which are extended from the center with
respect to the radial category model. Classifier “mari”, meanwhile, only categorizes nouns as
animals with respect to the classical taxonomy model.

As for the plant classifier group in Thai and Korean, there are also both similarities and
differences. Classifier “0n” in Thai and “geureu” in Korean are similar in categorizing nouns as
trees, yet classifier “0n” also categorizes pillars which extended from the trees as the center with
respect to the radial category model, whereas the classifier “geureu” only categorizes nouns such
as trees with respect to the classical taxonomy model. Classifier “dok” in Thai is similar to the
Korean classifier “song-i” that flowers are categorized at the center with respect to the radial
category model. But, they are also different in categorizing nouns into other classes. Namely,
classifier “dok” categorizes long things which extended from the center. On the contrary,
classifier song-i not only categorizes flowers but also categorizes mushrooms and bunch of some
fruit at the center. These center classes extended to natural small-round things. The remainder of
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the plant classifier group such as classifier “bai” “meét” “luk” in Thai and classifier “julgi’
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in Korean have different characteristics because each of their noun

categorization reflect particular social and cultural characteristics.



