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 shows how for the non-past positive subparadigm alone, the number of 75 distinct MPSs can be collapsed into 22 morphomic feature bundles such as single feature F or feature bundle X>1.2SG. Among these 22 morphomic feature bundles, 12 are complex features, but 10 are simple features, thus greatly simplifying the the expression of form realisation rules within the grammar (l8:p-nu becomes simply the realisation of feature K instead of that of features 3PL>3, 3DU>3DU, 3DU>3PL, 2SG>3PL plus the inverse marked 2SG>3PL).

p-nu 2DU Pi-loÔm-N2-su Pi-l8p-i 2PL Pi-loÔm-N2-nu Pi-loÔm-ni 3SG Pi-loÔm-N2 l8:b-0 3DU Pi-loÔm-N2-su Pi-l8p-i Pi-l8p-u Pi-loOp-ki Pi-loOp-k2 Pi-loOp Pi-l8p-i Pi-loÔm-ni l8:p-su 3PL Pi-loÔm-N2-nu l8:p-nu
Our two descriptions have been implemented on 167 verbs, producing 50,100 verb forms. We have measured the descriptions in terms of descriptive economy following [START_REF] Sagot | Non-canonical inflection : data, formalisation and complexity measures[END_REF]. This measure relies on the information theoretical concept of Minimum Description Length (MDL) [START_REF] Rissanen | Universal coding, information, prediction, and estimation[END_REF]. The measure allows in particular for showing the amount of information within different parts of the de- scription, such as regular morphonological rules at morph boundaries ("phono+morphono"), the types of phonological "operations" applied by the realisation rules, the information comprised within the "feature" specification and the feature mapping rules, and the general "structure" of the description, including the complexity of the realisation rules or the specified inflection classes.

X X>1 1>X B C D E F G H I J K 2SG loÔm-N2 loÔm-nE 2DU loÔm-N2-su loÔm-su 2PL loÔm-N2-nu loÔm-nu l8p-i l8p-u loOp-ki loOp-k2 loOp l8p-i loÔm-ni l8:b-0 l8:p-su l8:p-nu 3S loÔm-N2 lob-u 3DU loÔm-N2-su lob-u-su 3PL loÔm-N2-nu lob-u-nu
In our experiment, the measure shows that the length of standard description A (with realisation rules realising transparent fully specified MPSs) is 6.2 Kbits, while the length of morphomic description B (realising above mentioned morphomic features in the rule sets coupled with separate inverse marking and morphomic mapping functions) is 5.4 Kbits. These results show that using morphomic features makes for a description that is by 12% more compact than the non-morphomic description. In particular, the additional cost of feature mapping functions (here formalised with a mechanism similar to rules of Paradigm Linkage in PFM [START_REF] Stump | Heteroclisis and paradigm linkage[END_REF]) does not lead to a higher overall description length (due to the simplification of the realisation rules themselves). As illustrated by Figure 1, the additional information needed to stipulate the mapping between the morphomic features and the actual realised morphosyntactic property sets appears to be a more than reasonable tradeoff compared to the reduced length of the general description's structure.

Combined with supplementary morphomic features, direct/inverse marking as traditionally used as a distinctive feature within descriptive linguistics thus proves to be quantitatively relevant for describing some morphological systems, as it can lead to formulating maximally compact descriptions.
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 1 Fig. 1. Comparative description lenghts for two accounts of Khaling verbal inflection, breakdown on grammar components

Table 1 .

 1 Positive

non-past paradigm for the Khaling verb LOP 'catch', represented with standard features

Table 2 .

 2 Positive non-past paradigm for the Khaling verb LOP 'catch', reorganised after having introduced morphomic feature mappings E.g., B: 1DU.INCL, F: P=2SG, I: 2SG>3SG or 3SG>3SG, . . .