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The distinction between inflection and derivation remains unresolved in morphology (Anderson
1982; Dressler 1989; Booij 1996; Haspelmath 1996; Corbett 2010; Spencer 2013; Stekauer
2015). Recent computational approaches have addressed this by contrasting the properties of
sets of word pairs standing in the same morphological relation.

We point out that the studies in question differ in how they sample morphological relations,
reflecting different theoretical stances on morphology. Bonami & Paperno (2018) adopt a fully
paradigmatic view in the spirit of Bonami & Strnadova (2019), defining contrasts by content
rather than form (Stekauer 2015), with no priority given to a ‘reference form’. Copot et al.
(2022) rely on morphosemantic contrasts but limit attention to contrasts between a ‘reference
form’ (the citation form or the base form) and another form (another inflected form or a
derivative). Rosa & Zabokrtsky (2019) and Haley et al. (2024) use a mixed approach: content-
based contrasts to a reference form for inflection (e.g., word pairs like hrad~hrad-u
‘castle.NOM.SG~GEN.SG}’ and stroj~stroj-e ‘machine.NOM.SG~GEN.SG’ are lumped together),
individual processes for derivation (e.g. word pairs pritel~pritel-kyné ‘male~female friend’ and
ucitel~ucitel-ka ‘male~female teacher’ are kept apart despite parallelism of content.).

In this study, we examine how these decisions influence conclusions about the inflection-
derivation divide by applying Haley et al.'s methodology to Czech data with different ways of
sampling morphological relations. Using extensive morphological resources of Czech
(MorfFlexCZ, Haji¢ et al. 2020; DeriNet, Vidra et al. 2021; Word embeddings, Kyjanek
& Bonami 2022), we analyze over 20 types of morphological categories, exemplifying
canonical inflection (e.g., grammatical case contrasts), derivation (e.g., verbs vs. agent nouns),
and intermediate cases (e.g., diminutive formation, aspectual pairs, masculine-feminine pairs
of human nouns).
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