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ABSTRACT 

Computer mediated communication (CMC) has started to shape the way language 

is used to communicate. It has also contributed to the creation of internet dialects. This 

research focuses on the morphosyntactical features of one internet dialect known as 

doggolingo, which displays certain deviations from Standard English. Doggolingo is 

defined as the caption that is embedded in funny images of dogs, widely known as memes. 

The present paper analyzes a selected corpus collected from a google search. The analysis 

is based on three aspects: function words omission (articles and subject omission), ellipsis 

(copula omission), and phoneme/grapheme correspondence known as eye dialect. The 

results show that doggolingo shares similarities mainly with two stages of first language 

acquisition as well as a tendency for vowel changing. Two possible types of doggolingo 

are also discussed. 
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I. BACKGROUND 

Considering the current trends on online communication, many linguists have 

taken vast interest in the discourse used to express ideas by those means. Memes are a 

useful source of information. They provide a glimpse into how adaptable language is and 

they can also contribute considerably to the pursuit of understanding how language shapes 

humor, as proved by Eychaner (n.d) in his paper called Memes and Humor. The author 

proposed to use memes as an approach to understand the cognitive processes responsible 

in the creation of humor. He concludes that humor remains one of the more enigmatic 

topics in psychology and linguistics but memes allows insight into the cognitive processes 

associated with language and other facets of human behavior. 

In Ecuador, memes have been studied as a reflection of culture and how memes 

help in the propagation of its prominent components such as jargon, ideologies and sense 

of humor. Karen Valverde (2015) proposes six characteristics that memes have which 

helped their popularity:  

 Humor: It is shaped through components such as irony, hyperbole, and 

parody, which are the main components of the most popular memes.   

 Simplicity: Memes gained popularity since they are easy to reproduce. 

Any person with basic editing knowledge can modify an image to create a 

meme. 

 Novelty: Most popular memes are based on famous or anticipated events. 

For example, in Ecuador, the arrival of the Supreme Pontiff generated 

expectations as it was a historic moment for the country. Memes about the 

Pope arriving in Ecuador flooded in social networks within minutes. 
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 Transmediation: Memes can be created from an image that does not 

originally belong to the culture in which the meme is transmitted. This 

image is modified to fit in the culture idiosyncrasy, depriving it from its 

original context and providing a new one. For example, in the following 

meme, a shot from the movie The Karate Kid from 2010 is taken out of its 

original context, which is supposed to be a Kung Fu training; the creator 

provides a new context, which has clearly diverted from the original one. 

 

Image 1: Meme from Instagram. (Source: @chistetipico) 

 

 Viral: Memes resemble viruses in terms of their rapid and wide 

propagation. According to Diaz, as cited on Valverde (2015), a meme must 

have at least one of the following traits: violence, morbidity, speculation, 

competition, errors and slips, protagonism of public and famous people, 

and surprise. 

 Remixed: Memes generally have the capacity to generate a new one with 

different contexts that fit the new user’s intentions.  
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Valverde concludes her work stating that memes are a cultural product that carries 

cultural symbols and representations, which allow insight into the peoples’ worldview. 

Memes also contribute to the interaction between internet users since they trigger a 

reaction from the reader starting a discussion or simply a conversation. 

Gabriela Ochoa (2018), presents the meme as a new visual form of expressing 

humor that resembles the comedy genre in theatre due to the communicative resources it 

uses. She also mentions that, for a meme to be understood, users must be familiarized 

with its language as well as their cultural iconographies.  

Syntactic and morphological analysis of memes have also been carried out. A 

recent study done by Lefler in 2011 analyzes Lolspeak in terms of syntax and lexicon.  He 

chose random samples from the webpage www.icanhascheezburger.com and categorized 

the most prominent features of its grammar. He found out four recurring syntactic rules, 

three different ways in which the copula is used, the use of determiners and the 

replacement of have/has and am/is. Moreover, he introduced the concept of 

phoneme/grapheme correspondence calling it phonetic spellings. He also claimed that 

these phonetic spellings made it difficult to accurately capture the pronunciation of words. 

He exemplified his claim with the sentence “Baths are gud u saiz?” in which saiz stands 

for says but declares that this phonetic spelling can also stand for size generating 

confusion.  

Lefler concluded that lolspeak rather than a register is a dialect since the 

definitions of the former refer more to changes of vocabulary and some definitions rarely 

include changes in syntax. Furthermore, register talks about how prescribed syntax is 

adapted to fulfil a communication goal in a specific environment but syntax suffers minor 

changes. Doggolingo, on the other hand, does contain different syntactic rules recollected 

http://www.icanhascheezburger.com/
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by Bivens (2018) which can be understood by English speakers regardless. Lefler 

proposes the term artificial dialect to refer to this specific meme variation that is not 

naturally conceived.  

Regarding doggolingo studies, it is worth mentioning Jennifer Bivens’ work (2018): 

Describing Doggo-Speak: Features of Doggo Meme Language. She is the first researcher 

to analyze doggolingo more deeply in terms of syntax and lexicon. The author, however, 

does not analyze the inner text1of the doggo meme but the caption outside the image, 

often written from a human point of view and not the animals’ (see figure 1). Evidence 

of dogs being the speakers of the doggolingo samples featured in the inner texts relies on 

how the speaker addresses the listener. Some memes include the word hooman implying 

that the dog itself is the speaker. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1. Doggo meme with inner and outer text. Source: @Doggosdoingthings  

                                                             
1 Inner text stands for the text that is embedded in the image of the meme and it is usually presented as a 

dialogue between the dog and an animal or the dog and a human. 

Inner text 

Outer text 
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She figured out the transformation rules necessary to form doggolingo structures. The 

most noticeable is called do rule. It is a non-standard verb phrase portrayed by four 

transformational rules:  

Original sentence: He is frightening me 

1. Change the head of the verb phrase to its base form: He is frighten me  

2. Move the head of the verb phrase to the nominal direct object position: He is me 

frighten 

3. Insert a in the determiner position of the direct object: He is me a frighten 

4. Insert do in the now-empty head of the verb phrase: He is doing me a frighten 

(Bivens, 2018, p. 7-8) 

By applying these transformational rules, Bivens successfully recreated the most 

prominent structure of this internet dialect. She also included the subject-object mismatch 

in which the object pronoun is used as the subject pronoun. However, after her analysis, 

Bivens concluded that these changes are not mandatory rules of the dialect but occur in 

free variation. Another aspect included in her study is the usage of heck, which the author 

describes as a versatile word in doggolingo since it can be used as an interjection, verb, 

and adjective; as well as spelling transformations which include suffixes and letter 

duplications. 

Furthermore, multiple blogs have appeared regarding doggolingo and other meme 

dialects. Such is the case of the Oxford Dictionary blog in which they registered the 

prominent features of doggo and lolcat language; although their explanations are brief 

and lacks depth. The blogger Reed (2015) goes a step further and even provides a 

guideline to create a one’s own meme dialect.  
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II. JUSTIFICATION 

Social: From the social point of view, the proliferation of this type of discourse makes 

the need of studying it evident the need of studying it, since there are few analyses of 

these emerging contextual registers. Memes have become a huge part of the internet 

discourse thanks to the increase of the usage of CMC. CMC is defined as any human 

communication that occurs through the use of one or more electronic devices. It includes 

emails, forums, instant messaging, social networks, and text messaging. The software 

developed to aid communication among users emulates real interaction in the sense of 

fast responses in online chatting. This speed has allowed the internet to become a means 

for language to evolve rapidly and constantly (Dainas, 2015).  

 It is also possible to observe the growth that the term meme registers.  In the last 10 

years, the term has experienced a rapid increase in Google searches reaching its peak in 

the present year. 

Image 2: Interest growth for the term meme. (Source: Google trends) 

 The popularity of the term can be determined too. It is based on the geographic data 

collected by the application Google trends. Ecuador is placed in 15th place out of 54 

countries. The data show the interest that Ecuadorians are showing for these relatively 

new forms of humor spread on social networks. 
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Image 3: Interest by region for the word meme. (Source: Google trends) 

 Moreover, González (2017) found that university students participate actively in the 

creation and sharing of memes that talk about their daily struggles as young adults and 

future professionals, and that these memes help them strengthen their friendship bonds. 

In conclusion, the relatable experiences that these images convey, as well as the visual 

aid they provide, have converted memes in dependable resources that assure a successful 

digital communication.  

In Ecuador, one of the most prestigious newspaper called El Comercio (2018) has 

also acknowledged that memes are a new means of communication and emphasizes that 

“the best memes” are the ones that anyone can identify with. The newspaper has also 

covered the news in which the Real Academy of the Spanish Language accepted the term 

meme into their dictionary (El Comercio, 2018). 

Academic: From the academic point of view, a morphosyntactic analysis from the 

perspective of structuralism will allow not only the understanding of this canine register, 

but also the identification of the morphosyntactic changes produced in this English 

language variation. Structuralism was originated from Ferdinand de Saussure’s 

conclusions about language. In his Cours de linguistique générale (1916), he conceived 

language as a relational system, which can be recorded and represented, and proposed 
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that linguistics can be an independent science (Bussmann, 2006). This approach was 

selected due to its orientation towards synchronic rather than diachronic analysis. 

Moreover, the purpose of the present study is to merely describe the features of the rather 

newly created internet variation; hence, this study neither seeks to explain why this 

variation arose nor which its purpose within the internet community is.  

 The question that the present study seeks to answer is: What is the scope of the 

deviation of this internet variation from the formal register of Standard English? A first 

approach to this type of statements evokes those types of statements used with babies, 

that is, a linguistic variation that denotes affection. Even though Doggolingo is rising 

attention in the internet community, there are little to no works in linguistic publications 

related to it nor has it been explained why doggolingo presents those divergences from 

Standard English. Hence, this study will contribute to the existent papers on this topic and 

will add some missing features of the aforementioned internet language variation.  

 Moreover, based on the graphic presented above, Ecuador participates actively in the 

propagation of memes; hence the importance of the current study, since it can be used 

subsequently as a resource for the translation of doggolingo into Spanish and how these 

translations can depict accurately the intentions of the original posts. It can also contribute 

to a comparison between the English and the Spanish jargon and syntax used in meme 

dialects.  

 In addition, there are no works related to doggolingo in the PUCE library, even 

though a few studies regarding memes have been done. There is a study in which memes 

are portrayed as the new comics of the digital era (Ochoa, 2018). Rosero (2015) states 

that memes, especially the ones coming from the Facebook page Crudo Ecuador, 
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represent the Ecuadorian identity since they are heavily influenced by the users’ culture 

as well as personal experiences to which others can relate to. 

  It is also worth mentioning that there is a study about memes that was carried out in 

Ecuador from the semiotic point of view. Memes are analyzed as culture symbols that 

represent different mindsets, type of humor, and distinguishing characteristics from a 

specific community. There are no studies about the syntactic features of Ecuadorian 

memes. 

Personal: From the personal point of view, I have seen how memes have become a major 

part of online communication to the point that they are even referenced in real face-to-

face communication. I have experienced how people my age and younger generations can 

communicate merely through memes without typing actual words in chats and still be 

pragmatically relevant (see Image 3).  
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Image 3: personal chat from two WhastApp users. 

 Furthermore, as a linguist, I find the lexicon, syntax, and morphology featured n 

memes compelling and worth of study; although it would be interesting for future analysis 

to include semantics and pragmatics in its scope. This study is plausible considering that 

the data will be taken directly from the internet and it is available in almost all the social 

media without copyright restrictions. 
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III.  INTRODUCTION 

In current times, the internet plays a crucial role in human interaction. The impact that 

it has generated in language and the development of the world in general has driven 

linguistics to open a new field in the study of language. The new conceived field is called 

Computer-Mediated Communication (CMC). It is still in its infancy, but it is continuously 

flourishing. CMC is defined as any human communication that occurs through the usage 

of one or more electronic devices. It includes e-mails, forums, instant messages, social 

networks, and text messages. The software developed to aid communication between 

users emulates real interaction in the sense of speed responses in online chatting. This 

speed has allowed the internet to become a means for language to evolve rapidly and 

constantly. Changes that normally took decades or centuries are compressed into a 

timespan of weeks or months (Dainas, 2015).   

The vast majority of CMC is produced in writing. This implies that people who 

communicate through technology must deal with the intrinsic difficulties in textual 

language exchange Written language lacks features such as tone, intonation and body 

language, which are necessary to avoid misunderstandings; thus, it triggers ambiguity and 

opens the gap for reiterative confusions. However, this type of communication is 

extremely popular. Users have created other ways of conveying oral features through 

written texts. Most of the software created to respond to online real time interaction is 

equipped with emoticons, gifs, and the capacity of sending images and audio files. Images 

are now being used along with text to express gestures and even tone. This has allowed 

netizens (citizens of the internet) to play with language and create a new way of 

expressing themselves. The result is the creation of internet memes. 
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The present study deals with internet memes which are not entirely related to those of 

the formal discourse of memetics; although both terms share some broad similarities with 

their theorized conceptions. The popular appropriation of the word meme by netizens is 

used to describe a particular infectious phenomena rapidly propagated. Internet memes 

come in forms of videos, images, phrases, gifs and other propagated media through online 

communication.  

Since memes have been gaining popularity through the years, more linguists and 

language enthusiasts are paying more attention to these contents. There are few academic 

works analyzing memes in terms of pragmatics and their contribution to humor. However, 

the grammar and morphology tokens have not been analyzed as deeply as the 

aforementioned components.  

The object of study is doggolingo, whose basic characteristics of this internet dialect 

will be appointed hereinafter the present document. The peculiarity of this unconventional 

usage of English language hereby leads out to seek answers about the many questions that 

might rise as the dialect gains popularity. The question that the present study seeks to 

answer is: What is the scope of the deviation of this internet variation from the formal 

register of Standard English? A first approach to this type of statements evokes those 

kinds of statements used with babies, that is, a linguistic variation that denotes affection 

and it also resemble some of the stages of first language acquisition. 

The present dissertation will deal with image memes created by the English speaking 

community, featuring mainly dogs and sometimes other animals. The features to be 

analyzed are:  

● Function words omission 

o Articles 

o Subject pronoun 
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● Ellipsis 

o Copula omission 

● Phoneme/grapheme correspondence 

o Eye dialect 

IV. OBJECTIVES 

1.1.1. General: To analyze doggolingo features from the morphosyntactic point of view 

using a structural approach on the basis of language acquisition stages. 

1.1.2. Specific:   

● To single out internet memes from those units studied by the formal science of 

memetics. 

● To determine in which morphosyntactic sentential contexts the subject pronoun is 

eliminated. 

● To specify in which cases the copula is eliminated in the statement. 

● To delimit the cases in which the articles are absent. 

● To discriminate in which words of doggolingo there is a correspondence between 

the grapheme and the phoneme. 

● To compare the characteristics found in doggolingo with those of Standard 

English. 

● To compare the characteristics found in doggolingo with the developmental stages 

in language acquisition.  
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V. METHODOLOGY 

This dissertation is a synchronic research and it falls under what is defined as 

qualitative study. Furthermore, it is a descriptive and applied study. A corpus made up of 

60 doggo memes is analyzed using morphosyntactic tools, which will shed light into 

doggolingo’s particular structures. 

There are different types of memes. Even though there is no formal classification 

regarding this topic, it is easily perceived by the public that not all the memes are formed 

in the same way.  A rough classification of the memes will be provided for a better 

understanding of the ones chosen as the object of study in this dissertation. According to 

my observations, and the collected corpus for this analysis, memes can be classified into 

two categories: those which consist of an image of a dog and a caption which is normally 

outside the image (memes with outer text) and those which consist of the image of a dog 

with a text that usually functions as the dialogue between the dog and another being 

(memes with inner text).  

The objects of this study are the memes with inner text (the caption is embedded 

in the image) since those are the ones that recreate dialogues between the dog and another 

animal or the dog and a human. Those with the outer text are recreated from the human 

point of view just referring to the dog in the image using doggolingo grammar or lexicon. 

Hence, these types of memes will be excluded from the current analysis.  

The analysis began with an observation of the phenomena in the internet. Later 

on, the investigation continued with the collection of the corpus and a brief analysis to 

determine the underlying structures reoccurring in the memes. After gathering the most 

prominent characteristics, the research of the bibliography started to develop. The 
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gathered data was compared against previous studies to rule out the characteristics that 

have already been studied. Afterward, the information about morphology, syntax, and 

phonetics was researched in order to shed light into the possible explanations of the 

phenomena occurring in these types of memes. Finally, the data collected was used to 

look for similar characteristics in English, since its early stages to modern English, and it 

was found that doggolingo shared the majority of its characteristics with the stages of 

First Language Acquisition. From that point onwards, doggolingo was compared with 

phonology, syntax, and morphology from FLA stages.  
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1. CHAPTER I: LITERATURE REVIEW 

1.1. Linguistics 

Linguistics, in its broad definition, is the scientific study of language. It is concerned both 

with language structure and language use. However, Celce-Murcia and Larsen-Freeman 

(1983) divide language into three domains: subsentential, sentential, and suprasentential 

levels. Subsentential level refers to the morphological level (a level below the sentence 

structure), sentential level refers to the syntax of the utterance, and finally, the 

suprasentential level stands for discourse level (language purpose). For language structure, 

linguistics relies on four main branches: phonology, morphology, syntax, and semantics. The 

present study will rely upon the four aforementioned branches, in other words, the 

subsentential and sentential levels. 

Linguistics also deals with language use, so it naturally overlaps with a wide variety of 

subjects since language plays an important role in human activity. Considering that language 

is used to communicate among people, it is expected that linguistics comes in contact with 

social studies and even psychology. For that reason, interdisciplinary fields are conceived 

such as sociolinguistics, pragmatics, psycholinguistics, and others which will be mentioned 

in the present study.  

1.2. Phonology 

Phonology refers to the study of sound patterns in a language. Formally speaking, it deals 

with how speech sounds are organized in the mind and how they are used to convey meaning. 

The phonological system includes a set of features of how sounds interact with each other in 

a speech chain (Bussmann, 2006). The purpose of phonology is to come up with general 

phonological rules in order to explain how phonemes are affected by the environment in 
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which they are produced and how they are semantically relevant. (Fromkin, Rodman, & 

Hyams, 2011) 

It is important to differentiate phonetics from phonology. Phonetics is concerned with 

the range of sounds that the human vocal apparatus can produce and the study of their 

features in isolation, whereas phonology studies those sounds in context, how they are 

combined and how they change the meaning of an utterance in combination within a 

language (Vachek, 2003).  

The unit of study of this linguistic branch is called phoneme and it is considered the 

smallest unit of language. Phonemes are stored in each individual’s mind for they are 

necessary to articulate words. Speakers do this by joining these phonemes together. Human 

beings also use the archived phonemes to sound out a written word or as a base for spelling. 

(Nash, 1977) How some languages, especially English, differ in its pronunciation and writing 

will be discussed hereinafter. 

1.3. Morphology 

The word morphology comes from the concept of the German Formenlehre, term which 

stands for the study of form. It was first used in biology but later on, the word appeared with 

a linguistic sense. Therefore, it is used in linguistics to refer to the study of word formation, 

i.e. the structure of words in different uses and constructions. (Mathews, 2000)  

Morphology also provides a set of rules or characteristics for word formation enabling 

humans to adapt words and create new ones since it is rare for a speaker to come up with an 

entirely new word that does not follow the word formation paradigm of their language (Finch, 

2003). For example, the paradigm for the formation of plurals in English is to add the suffix 

{–s} (except for irregular nouns). This suffix can be pronounced as /əz/ after /s/, /z/, /š/, /ž/, 
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/č/, /ǰ/; /z/ after all voiced sounds; or /s/ after all voiceless sounds (Celce-Murcia & Larsen-

Freeman, 1983).  

Berko (1958) developed a method to measure the extent to which young children had 

acquired this word-formation rule. Berko used what she called “nonsense materials” which 

were made-up words that children had never heard before. The objective was to trigger a 

response from the participants using the conventional English rules for word formation. The 

study included plurals, verb conjugations, possessives, among others. Regarding the 

formation of plural, Berko used the word wug along with an image of a made up animal 

resembling a bird. The study presented the new word as follows: 

This is a wug. Now there is another one. There are two of them. There are two ______ 

Children followed the general rule answering wugs as the plural for the made-up word. This 

proved that children could retrieve a morphological rule and generalize it to new words 

expanding their lexical knowledge.  

1.4. Syntax 

Syntax is defined as the collection of rules and principles that dictate how words can be 

combined to form larger units in a given language (Todd, 1987). The study and usage of 

syntax is included in the field of grammar, which also comprises phonology and morphology, 

usually complemented by phonetics, semantics, and pragmatics. There have been many 

debates regarding the correlation between grammar and semantics. For some authors, 

structure and meaning are intrinsically related but others may differ. Chomsky (1957) 

proposed a sentence that was grammatically correct but lacked logical meaning: Colorless 

green ideas sleep furiously. He wanted to prove that sentences “cannot be identified with 

‘meaningful’ or ‘significant’ in any semantic sense” (Chomsky, 1957, p. 15) 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Natural_language
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The set of rules for building sentences usually does not go under alterations even though 

the use of language is continuously evolving. There are two approaches to grammar: 

prescriptive and descriptive grammar. Prescriptive grammar is defined as the set of rules 

based on how people think language should be used, whereas descriptive grammar is the set 

of rules based on how people actually use the language (Bussmann, 2006). Utterances are 

judged by prescriptive grammar as correct or incorrect. Doggolingo falls under the label 

“incorrect use” according to prescriptive rules since it deviates from the standard and 

“correct” use of the English Language.  

1.5. Semantics 

The term Semantics was coined by Bréal in 1897. It focuses on the study of meaning, 

how it is constructed in language exchange and interpreted by the receivers. Although 

semantics overlaps with pragmatics, they are different in essence. Semantics studies meaning 

in isolation, in the language itself, whereas pragmatics studies meaning in context. 

(Bussmann, 2006) 

There have been numerous discussions regarding whether or not semantics is related to 

grammatical analysis. Structuralism and classic approaches to grammar include semantics 

as a way to verify grammaticality but they do not deepen on the study of meaning itself. For 

this reason, semantics has been ruled out of the current dissertation but since words and 

meaning are intrinsically related, this branch of linguistics is worth-mentioning.  

1.6. Related fields of study 

1.6.1. Pragmatics 

As stated before, pragmatics is the study of meaning in context. It means that   speakers’ 

utterances can be influenced by the circumstances in which they were produced and not only 
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by the structural and linguistic knowledge of the participants in the speech act. It takes into 

account the previous knowledge of the hearer and speaker, intentions, inferences, and 

methods to overcome ambiguity. (Bussmann, 2006) 

1.6.2. Sociolinguistics 

Sociolinguistics is a descriptive study of the language’s role in society. It focuses on how 

language is used in a social group heeding several social variables such as age, gender, 

ethnicity, level of education, etc. Wardhaugh & Fuller (2015) defined society as “a group of 

people who are drawn together for a certain purpose or purposes” (p. 2). Consequently, 

Sociolinguistics is concerned with how people who share certain characteristics use language 

to fulfil not only their need for communication but also their need of an identity. 

Sociolinguistics also studies the manner in which their language differs taking into 

consideration the aforementioned variables; these variations are called dialects. 

1.6.2.1. Dialect 

Many dictionaries, including the Dictionary of Linguistics and Phonetics (Crystal, 2008), 

define dialect as a social or regional variation of language with slight changes in syntax, 

lexicon, and pronunciation that differ from the standard use. It is also emphasized that a 

dialect characterizes a specific region or group of people who share characteristics such as 

social background or occupation and that languages that have a large amount of speakers 

may develop dialects.  

The Routledge dictionary of language and linguistics (2006) mentions that a dialect does 

not have a written or standardized form i.e. no standardized syntax and orthography. 

Wardhaugh and Fuller (2015) clarify the difference between language and dialect: “In the 
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everyday use of the term, ‘language’ is usually used to mean both the superordinate category 

and the standard variety; dialects are nonstandard and subordinate to languages.” (p. 29) 

1.7. First Language Acquisition  

According to the Routledge Dictionary of Language and Linguistics (2006), First 

Language Acquisition (FLA) encompasses theories about how children are believed to 

perceive language and learn linguistic skills, how long this process takes, and under which 

circumstances the acquisition occurs effectively. FLA comprises studies from different areas 

such as linguistics, psychology, sociological studies, etc. In other words, first language 

acquisition stands for the children’s endowment of learning a language. 

  It is considered that acquisition should be accounted from the moment the child says 

their first words. However, children are believed to acquire language since they are in their 

mother’s womb. A study carried out by Peter Eimas, E Siqueland, P. Jusczyk, and J. Vigorito 

in 1971 analyzed the sucking behavior of four-month old babies since said behavior is the 

only one mastered by newborns. They studied the correlations between the sucking rate and 

their capacity to discriminate speech sounds separately. The phonemes chosen were [a] and 

[b]. They found out that the sucking rate variated according to the change of stimuli. Later 

studies conducted in the same way also show that babies as young as three and four days old 

are capable of differentiating almost all phonetic contrasts found across natural languages. 

Therefore, newborn babies can discriminate between the contrast of voicing, place and 

manner of articulation. That shows that even before infants start to use language, their brain 

already shows an innate disposition for language. 

There have been many hypotheses regarding children language acquisition but the 

most influential were the following two.  
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The first one is called behaviorism; proposed by Skinner in 1957 in which he argues 

that children learn how to communicate through imitation, environmental influence and 

positive reinforcement. This theory has been criticized over the decades since new data 

refuted the thesis of imitation by providing clarity over children construction of grammar 

rules. Some examples are runned*, goed*, broked*, etc which provide a peek into how 

children overgeneralize morphosyntactic rules since their usage of language does not 

resemble adult talk; therefore, they could not have picked those words up through imitation. 

The second theory derives from the criticism Skinner’s theory received. It is called 

nativism and it comprises Chomsky’s proposition of a natural predisposition of every 

newborn to learn a language. In other words, it is a rather autonomous process in which 

children obtain sufficient language competence to be able to produce language later on. 

Studies suggest that children’s early language is low-scope and lexically specific and 

develops towards more abstract and general representations only gradually guided by what 

they hear in their early stages. (Cameron et all, 2003, pg. 844) 

O’ Grady & Cho (2011) provide a detailed work about different aspects of children’s 

acquisition. They also provide evidence that ratifies the four main stages of first language 

acquisition divided by the age and linguistic capabilities of children: 

i. Babbling: it refers to the stage in which the baby starts uttering indistinct speech 

sounds. It usually begins at six months. At this stage, babies are experimenting 

with phonemes and their vocal apparatus, starting to gain control over it. Even 

though there are undeniable differences among languages to which young 

children are exposed, babies from different linguistic communities show notable 

similarities in their babbling. 
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ii. Holophrastic or one-word stage: it begins between twelve to eighteen months 

old. At this stage, toddlers can produce a small number of isolated words, which 

can resemble the meaning of an entire sentence. For example, children can say 

more to mean “give me more candy”, dada referring to “I see Daddy”. The 

relevance of these utterances relies in the toddlers’ ability to determine the word 

that is more informative according to their situation. In other words, to express “I 

want some candy” the baby would say only candy since it is the one conveying 

more meaning than the word want.  

iii. Two-word stage: This stage starts after only a few months of beginning the 

holophrastic stage. It is characterized by the use of “mini-sentences” composed 

by two words, usually noun-noun or noun-verb.  There is still no evidence that 

children at this stage can discriminate effectively between content and function 

words.  

iv. Telegraphic stage: This stage starts approximately at 2.5 years old and it is 

characterized by its resemblance to the pre-mailing style of communication (a 

clipped style since it was required to be paid by word). Children from this stage 

onwards progress rapidly in their acquisition since they show an emergence of 

sentence structure. Young children utterances include a head and a complement 

such as: “what her name”, “me wanna show Mommy” and so on. It is also usual 

at this stage to begin to use wh questions like what, who, where, etc.  

From this point, children can learn up to 20 words a day, most of which are new social 

interaction words (e.g. yes, no, by, etc) and begin their process of gramaticalization. Multiple 

questions have arisen as to what exactly helps children discern speech sounds, words, and 

finally grammar structures. One factor that contributes considerably to the children’s 
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language development, as stated by multiple authors such as Van Dijk & Van Geert (2011), 

is a child directed speech or motherese (often called baby talk). 

 

1.7.1. Baby talk 

Baby talk (also known as child-directed speech) is a type of speech primarily used by an 

adult when talking to young children and it generally differs from the normal adult way of 

speaking. Baby talk utterances consist of four words whereas the adult speech can be formed 

with up to eleven words per utterance (Hirsh-Pasek & Treiman, 1982). This type of speech 

is not used exclusively children, but also with pets.  

Baby talk uses a simplified language, meaning reduced vocabulary, simple and short 

syntactic rules as well as alterations in the acoustic property of speech such as reduplication 

of syllables (choo-choo, boo-boo) (Kess, 1992). Baby talk is helpful since it exposes the 

children to slower and carefully articulated speech which might make it easier for babies to 

pick up language patterns.  

The differences between baby talk and adult speech can be observable at the phonetic 

level as well as the lexical, syntactic, semantic, among others. The following table taken 

from O’Grady & Cho shows a summary of the variations this speech undergoes (they call it 

caregiver speech) 
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Image 5: Variations of the caregiver speech. Retrieved from O’Grady & Cho, 2010, p. 353  

Baby talk is also used with pets. People normally use an average of eleven words when 

talking to another adult but this number is reduced to up to four words when a person is 

talking (one-sided) to a dog. A study showed that 90% of the utterances were in present and 

that people are 20 times more likely to repeat themselves to a dog than they are to a human 

(Treiman & Hirsh-Pasek, 1982). Child directed speech changes over time according to the 

current language level of children. It gets more complex as the language skills of the kid 

increase Adults assess the child's level of attention and understanding, and adjust the features 

of their speech to maintain responsiveness at optimal levels until it disappears gradually as 

the child masters basic language structures. It is considered the earliest exposure of kids to 

scaffolding (Kess, 1992).  

1.7.2. Phonetic Acquisition  

O’Grady & Cho presented the results of cross-linguistic studies to find the similar 

phonemes that children could identify in their early stage of acquisition. The languages taken 

into consideration were: English, Thai, Japanese, Arabic, Hindi, and Mayan. They took into 

consideration consonants since they claimed that vowels were more difficult to measure. 



11 

 

Image 6: Chart of phonemes in babbling stage. Retrieved from O’Grady & Cho, 2010, p. 331 

The authors claim that, as shown in the data, children acquire the most 

common phonemes of their language first. As the child grows up, their sounds 

inventory expands. Two year older toddlers start showing a pattern in their 

production: 

 As a group, vowels are generally acquired before consonants (by age three).  

 Stops tend to be acquired before other consonants.  

 In terms of place of articulation, labials are often acquired first, followed (with some 

variation) by alveolars, velars, and alveopalatals. Interdentals (such as [θ] and [ð]) 

are acquired last.  

 New phonemic contrasts manifest themselves first in word-initial position. Thus, the 

/p/-/b/ contrast, for instance, is manifested in pairs such as pat-bat before mop-mob. 

By age four, English speaking children are believed to have added to their phonetic 

inventory the infrequent sounds of their language, as shown in the table below. Nonetheless, 

the dental fricatives [ð] and [θ] and the postalveolar fricative [ʒ] are acquired over time. 

(O'Grady & Cho, 2011). 
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Image 7: Phonemes acquired by the age of 4. Retrieved from O’Grady & Cho, 2010, p. 332 

Given the information presented above, it is observable that phonology, morphology, 

and syntax, as well as the related fields of linguistics, are important in order to understand 

how language works. Besides, these fields help to spread languages to non-native speakers 

through teaching or translations.  

On the other hand, linguistics is pivotal for the creation of artificial languages. Artificial 

languages are created for different purposes, one of them being providing a fictional world 

with a fictional language as it can be found in movies such as Star Wars where Huttese is 

spoken; an alien language spoken by Jabba the Hutt and other characters. This language is 

based on some of the vocabulary and grammar structures of the Peruvian Quechua (Mäkelä, 

2015). In the case of doggolingo, the object of this study, it is not categorized as an artificial 

language but falls under the label of artificial dialect. The following chapter will describe 

doggolingo’s most prominent features as well as its origin and where it can be found. 
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2. CHAPTER II: MEMES 

2.1.  Definition of memes 

It is necessary to differentiate internet meme from the units of study of the formal 

science of memetics. The term meme was coined by Richard Dawkins in his book The Selfish 

Gene (1976) and it is defined as a unit of cultural transmission or a unit of imitation. 

Examples of memes are tunes, ideas, catchphrases, fashion trends, tool making or 

architectural techniques. These units, according to Dawkings, are stored in the minds of the 

individuals and they spread gradually according to their capacity of adaptability. Shifman 

(2013) provides a possible explanation as to why netizens would have borrowed this term to 

refer to tokens disseminated on the internet community. He points out the similarities 

between the academic usage of “meme” and the ideas spread on the internet: 

“The word meme derives from the Greek mimema, signifying ‘‘something which is 

imitated,’’ which Dawkins shortened to rhyme with gene. Like genes, memes are defined as 

replicators that undergo variation, competition, selection, and retention.[...] At any given 

moment, many memes are competing for the attention of hosts; however, only memes suited 

to their sociocultural environment spread successfully, while others become extinct [...] 

While widely disputed in academia, the meme concept has enthusiastically been picked up 

by Internet users” (p. 363-364) 

Even though the term meme stands for any type of contagious idea, which can 

comprise anything from catch-phrases to fashion trends, the expression internet meme 

seldom refers to any other criteria that is not images.  The growth of internet memes has been 

compared to a virus propagation. This analogy seems to be accurate since a quick search on 

Google of the term internet meme produced about 484 000 000 results (July 11, 2018) 

whereas in 2012, the same search yielded about 1 550 000 results (Shifman, 2013) and 62 

500 000 results in 2014 (Dainas, 2015). 
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2.2. Internet memes 

Internet memes are humorous images accompanied by texts, often referred to as 

captions. Various types of memes are observed in the internet. They can be categorized 

differently according to the criteria used. However, they can be grouped under three main 

categories: memes with inner text, memes with outer text, and memes with both inner and 

outer text. The text presented in the memes is highly malleable and it is dependent on the 

image in which the text is written. The image is a paralinguistic feature of the meme genre 

and it acts as a visual background for the text to make sense. The images in memes differ 

considerably; they can be featured by a baby or a grown-up, a single person or a group of 

people, a human or an animal, etc. Recently, animal memes have become extremely popular 

among netizens. A superb example of this branch of memes are the so-called doggo memes 

in which the main character is a dog speaking in doggolingo. 

2.3. Meme dialect 

Following the aforementioned authors’ statement regarding dialect and memes, it is 

not daring to claim doggolingo as a meme dialect rather than an internet dialect. David 

Crystal (2004) talks about Netspeak or internet dialect since the language used among 

netizens differs from the Standard English mainly because of their mean of communication 

and its limitations. However, doggolingo is not used by the whole internet community to 

maintain contact with each other, it is only utilized in specific contexts and by a specific 

internet community; doggolingo may fall under the category of a subordinate variation of the 

internet dialect. 

  Crystal (2004) predicted that the internet “will provide the community with an 

occupational dialect which newcomers will have to learn if they wish to join it” (p.60). That 
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is the case of doggolingo since this variety operates under its own rules and its own lexicon 

and whoever is unfamiliar with the terms used in the meme will feel excluded. 

2.3.1. Doggolingo 

Doggolingo is the term used to refer to the variety of English that is used in doggo memes. 

A doggo is the term used by netizens to refer to dogs that feature in memes. Its predecessor 

is doge which referred to Shiba Inu funny images (Bivens, 2018). Doggolingo is 

characterized by its peculiar features, which will be mentioned hereinafter. 

Following Lefler’s proposal, doggolingo (also referred to as Dog Speak) can be 

categorized as a meme dialect created by netizens.  Doggolingo is used to express how dogs 

would talk assuming they could voice their thoughts. This variation often contains intentional 

misspellings, omissions, transformations, and other modifications of English that contribute 

to the humor of the memes. The most noticeable changes occur at the syntactic layer. 

2.3.1.1. Doggolingo features 

2.3.1.1.1. Ellipsis 

Ellipsis usually refers to an intentional omission of a word or phrase from a text, often 

because the omitted text has already been referred to earlier and is thus not necessary (Baker 

& Sibonile, 2010). A general view of doggolingo points out one case of ellipsis which is not 

common in the English language: the copula omission. 

Ellipsis gives more work to the hearer in order to derive what the interlocutor tries to 

convey but it is more economical and practical from the speaker’s standpoint. Doggolingo 

employs ellipsis because it is announced from the dog’s point of view and the dog, in a sense, 

has no wide knowledge of grammar; hence, he behaves as a basic learner or a baby whose 

vocabulary and grammar knowledge is limited.  
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2.3.1.1.1.1. Copula omission 

Copula omission is also referred to as null copula. It describes the absence of the verb 

be. The verb be functions as an auxiliary verb as well as a copula in the English language. 

The copula “links nonverbal predicates with their subjects and serves as a carrier for tense 

and subject-verb agreement” (Celce-Murcia & Larsen-Freeman, 1983). The verb BE is also 

used in the progressive aspect when the main verb is combined with -ING in which case the 

copula will act as an auxiliary as well as in the passive voice and various periphrastic modals.  

Even though the omission of the copula is unusual in the English language, the copula 

is not universal. There are some languages (like Russian) in which the copula is dropped 

when it can be inferred from context. This phenomenon is more likely to occur in the present 

tense: я человек, ya chelovek “I (am a) person”.  

Regarding the English Language, it has been noticed that the copula may also be 

omitted in African American Vernacular English. However, the null copula does not occur 

in the past tense in these dialects but follows almost the same pattern as the languages that 

allow copula omission. It does not occur either in clause-final positions, tag questions, or 

after it, what, and that. (Labov, 1995) 

2.3.1.1.2. Function words omission 

Function word is a term used to refer to a linguistic element which does not carry a 

lexical but rather a grammatical meaning. These words perform syntactic and structural 

functions. Function words include articles, pronouns, prepositions, and conjunctions 

(Bussmann, 2006). A first glance into doggo memes allows researchers to have a glimpse of 

which function words are omitted: articles and pronouns. 
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2.3.1.1.2.1.  Article omission 

There are two articles in English: definite and indefinite articles. Both of them share 

similarities with other languages in their development: the definite article comes from the 

demonstrative that and the indefinite article comes from one (Celce-Murcia & Larsen-

Freeman, 1983).  

Articles are omitted in Standard English in certain contexts. Celce-Murcia and Larsen-

Freeman specified two types of article omissions. The first one is known as zero article. It 

is used with generic noncount and plural nouns as it seems to surrogate with the indefinite 

article. The omission of the  definite article is referred to as null article.  

2.3.1.1.2.2. Subject omission  

Another function word observed to be omitted in doggo memes is the subject. There are 

two cases in which this phenomenon is noticeable: in morphological and pragmatic instances. 

It is said to be morphological when the verbs of a pro-drop language are highly inflected (i.e. 

the verbs carry tense, person, and number) hence, the subject can be inferred from it. It occurs 

pragmatically when the subject has been previously mentioned and it would be redundant if 

it were named again. Some languages that allow subject pronoun dropping are Spanish, 

Korean, Japanese, Chinese, Slavic Languages and American Sign Language. On the contrary, 

languages that are considered non-pro-drop are English, German (Standard), French, among 

others. 

2.3.1.1.3. Grapheme/phoneme correspondence 

According to Crystal (2003) Old English was depicted by the runic alphabet. It was 

used in northern Europe, although no one can pinpoint where this system originated. Each 

letter had a name and a corresponding sound. The alphabet consisted of 31 symbols to match 
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the existing English phonemes at the time. It later evolved to the known Roman alphabet and 

the correspondence between the phoneme and the written representation was altered. The 

Roman alphabet was introduced by Irish missionaries who attempted to use the 23 

graphemes for the approximately 35 English sounds. Four new letters were added (æ, þ, ð, 

ʓ) to facilitate the spelling though some graphemes (such as c and g) were still used to 

represent more than one sound.  

At the beginning of the 12th century, Old English transitioned to what scholars 

denominated Middle English. This period was characterized by the Norman invasion, which 

brought several changes to language and its spelling system. French scribes brought in new 

spelling conventions such as cw for qu as in quick, h for gh as in night, c for ch as in church, 

and u for ou as in house. (Crystal, 2003, pp. 274) 

Middle English did not have a standard orthography. People used to write the 

correspondence between graphemes and the language phonemes arbitrarily. For example, 

the word never had the following transcriptions: naure, ner, neure among others (Crystal, 

2003). Later on, between the years 1422 - 1491 approximately, printing molds appeared 

thanks to the implementation of the printing press, and that contributed to the development 

of a more standardized spelling, but English did not have spelling rules yet.  In early Modern 

English, there were attempts to normalize spellings but while reaching a fixation to 

accurately represent the text, the Great Vowel Shift occurred (major phonetic and 

phonological changes) leaving English with a peculiar spelling again.  

The Great Vowel Shift occurred between 1400 and 1600. It refers to a series of 

changes that affected greatly the pronunciation of seven long vowels. Scholars are still 

unsure how it started but it is believed that the long vowel /i:/ was the first to change 

becoming a diphthong and the subsequent vowel fill in its space triggering a chain reaction: 
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the vowels increased in tongue height to fill the missing spot left by the initial vowel 

(Fromkin, Rodman, & Hyams, 2011). On the contrary, there is another theory in which the 

/a:/ is believed to have moved first; hence, pushing the next vowel upwards, although it is 

difficult to prove (Crystal, 2003). 

Doggolingo somehow brings to mind the way English orthography used to have a 

correlation between graphemes and the phonemes they represented. A general view shows 

clearly that doggolingo spellings imitate the pronunciation of a word as it is. It is necessary 

to deconstruct an English word in order to shed some light into why these phenomena are 

happening. A word is composed by a syllable which is likewise a string of sounds consisting 

of a vowel and a consonant. Those sounds are called phonemes, which are abstract units of 

the speech sounds. Its correspondence in the written layout is called grapheme. 

Grapheme/phoneme correspondence is not accurate in English but it may be the case in 

doggolingo. 

2.3.1.1.3.1. Eye Dialect 

This term was introduced by George P. Krapp and it refers to the usage of the non-

standard spelling of words to replicate their pronunciation with the goal of reproducing 

colloquial enunciations. For example, enuff for ‘enough’, wimmin for ‘women’, animulz for 

‘animals’, etcetera (Brett, 2009). Eye dialect is also referred to as semi-phonetic spelling, 

term coined by Beal in 2000. Brett remarks that eye dialect may be used by an author to 

indicate that a speaker has a certain accent. His asseveration is supported by the example he 

also provides: “What ish my nation?” said by Captain Macmorris in Henry V (Act 3, Scene 

2), play written by William Shakespeare, which Brett speculates to be the earliest example 

of this phenomenon. 
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With the constant growth of the internet and the importance of online communication, 

memes have become prominent, especially on social networks. Netizens create and share 

memes everyday as it is part of an internet culture. The changes that this spreading brought 

to language are slowly shaping the layout of communication as English has undergone 

alterations to differentiate some internet dialects from others, which is the case of doggolingo. 

This particular meme dialect has its own set of grammatical rules and lexicon that help to the 

creation of humor in dog comics circulating the internet. 

The purpose of these particular memes is to emulate the way a dog would speak given 

the hypothetical situation in which this was possible. The way netizens portray dog language 

resembles the stages that babies go through to acquire proficiency in their native languages. 

In the following chapter, an analysis is presented in which doggolingo is compared to the 

aforementioned stages to shed some light into their syntactical structure and the possible 

explanations for the particular changes depicted in this meme dialect.  
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3. ANALYSIS 

A first approximation to doggolingo exhibits a simplified grammar in which all the words 

that can be omitted, without losing the complete meaning of the utterance, are omitted. Said 

characteristic resembles language acquisition of young children as well as baby talk features 

up to a certain extent. However, this internet dialect has developed an independent grammar 

rule, so far only noticed in doggo memes. As mentioned above, the transformations of 

grammar structures have already been categorized and analyzed. Nevertheless, there are 

more interesting features present in this rising variation also worth analyzing.  

The tokens to be analyzed were retrieved from a Google search in its images database. 

The search contained the term “doggo memes” and it threw hundreds of results. Since the 

objective presented here is to analyze the missing features of this dialect that have not been 

included in previous analyses, the samples were not randomly selected. The criteria for the 

meme to be selected was that it must have at least one of the features that will be analyzed in 

the present paper. The 60 samples from the doggo meme search in Google were classified 

under the following criteria:  

● Number of utterances 

● Number of utterances with subject pronoun deletion 

o Question 

o Statement 

● Number of utterances with copula omission 

o Question 

o Statement 

● Number of utterances without articles 

o Question 
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o Statement 

● Number of utterances with grapheme/phoneme correspondence 

o Transcription of the word(s) in question 

The purpose of the subdivisions is to shed light into the context in which the features 

occur and whether or not there is a pattern surrounding the occurrence of the objects of this 

study. A word count will also be provided in order to determine the percentage of eye dialect 

present in each meme. The study will also present the global percentage of the previously 

mentioned dialect used in the memes of the corpus.  

A sample of the corpus is presented below as well as the analysis that was carried out on 

those memes: 

   

Figure 2. Plant doggo   Figure 3. Doggo and flur 

Table 1 – Transcription of the analyzed tokens 

  ellipsis     

# copula subject determiners p/g correspondence 

1   am plant am plant   

    am doin a grow     

2 y u smel am flur am flur flur 

     y 

     u 

        smel 
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Table 2 – Number of occurrences, words, and utterances count 

# number of utterances total N. of words %  
subject om Q/S copula om Q/S articles om Q/S p/g corr. 

1 2 S 0 
 

1 S 0 4 9 0.00 

2 1 S 1 Q 1 S 4 3 9 44.44 

 

Table 2 is divided into 4 main columns. The first main column forms a cluster of 

sublevels of information which indicate the number of occurrences of each analyzed aspect. 

At the same time, it is divided into 7 dependent columns. The first column counts the number 

of subject omitted utterances. The third column shows the number of copula omitted 

utterances. The fifth column displays the number of articles omitted utterances. The seventh 

and last column shows the number of eye dialect occurrences. Next to each main column, 

there is an indicator of what type of utterance contained the ellipsis. 

The second main column shows the number of utterances in each meme and the third one 

shows the number of words; however, repeated words were not counted. The last column 

shows the percentage of words that are portrayed as eye dialect in relation to the number of 

words existing in the meme. 

 Taking the first token in table 2, there are two instances in which the subject was dropped 

and both of them occurred in statements rather than questions. There are no copula omitted 

utterances, one case in which the article was omitted in a statement and zero words portraying 

eye dialect.  

 Finally, after classifying the samples of doggolingo, they will be compared with the 

data gathered for First Language Acquisition. The aspects to be analyzed will remain inside 

the scope of this study; in other words, ellipsis and function words omission will be analyzed 

from the point of view of First Language Acquisition to find which similarities these 
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variations share. Phoneme/grapheme correspondence will be explained through the data 

collected for this aspect: history of English spelling and The Great Vowel Shift. 

3.1. Ellipsis 

3.1.1. Copula omission 

Doggolingo memes share this characteristic of omitting the copula. Even though there 

are some cases where the copula is omitted, those are rare in Standard English; reoccurrences 

of null copula are observed frequently in informal registers rather than formal ones. Out of 

the 60 tokens analyzed, copula omission occurred in 24 of them which represents 40% of the 

total of memes. (See Figure 4) 

 

Figure 4. Percentage of copula omission incidences 

 A first quick analysis of the data showed that apparently, null copula occurred mostly 

in questions. However, a deeper analysis showed that out of the 40% of memes which 

contained the omission of the copula, the 65% of them occurred in statements and only 35% 

appeared in questions, which represents 17 and 9 memes, respectively. (See Figure 4.1) 

40%

60%

COPULA OMISSION

omitted not omitted
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Figure 4.1. Null copula percentage of occurrence according to the type of utterances 

It has been noted that the instances in which the copula was omitted in questions 

correspond to the copula inflected by second person singular/plural simple present tense: 

“are”. The following is a sample from the analyzed corpus (See Appendix 1): 

Table 3 – Null copula on questions 

 

 
 

 

 

A.1. Y u smel [#2]1 

B.1. Who you [#7] 

                                                
1 The numbers on brackets represent the numbering in the general table of analysis 

65%

35%

COPULA OMISSION

statement question
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C.1. Why u so quiet [#10] 

On the other hand, the null copula in statements can occur randomly, there is no specified 

observed pattern to predict where the null copula will appear. The omitted copula can be a 

first person singular in the present, third person singular or even BE acting as an auxiliary 

verb forming the structure to express the future tense or present progressive.  

Table 4 – Null copula on statements 

 

 
 

 

 

A.2. I [am] Santa [#9] 

B.2. [I] [am] gonna find out where funding went for treats [#12] 

C.2. He [is] comf [#13] 

In the rest of the cases were the copula was not omitted, its usage remains parallel with 

the Standard English usage. There was no observable pattern to predict in which cases the 

copula would be kept. 
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Table 5 – Standard usage of the copula 

 

 

  

 

A.3. Wut r u? [#14] 

B.3. U r doin me a frighten [#44] 

C.3. You tot I was lion [#53] 

These types of constructions resemble the two-word and telegraph stages of language 

acquisition. Children who are approximately eighteen months old (or older as the age varies 

depending on multiple factors) start producing statements as Mom busy in which the copula 

is visibly omitted. However, toddlers also produce Daddy teeth to mean that their dad is 

brushing his teeth. Later on, when they have already moved into the telegraph stage, they 

produce sentences like I… going… drop my books (McNeil, 1970). It is observable that, in 

this case, BE acting as an auxiliary is also omitted as it also occurs in some of the cases of 

doggolingo such as in example B.2. Another similarity that doggolingo and the two-word 

stage share is that none of them violate word order rules. This characteristic is also present 

at the telegraphic stage in which children create utterances such as chair broken or I good 

boy (O'Grady & Cho, 2011).  
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Following the telegraphic stage, children begin to acquire more complex grammar. They 

start constructing wh- questions that typically appear between the ages of two to four. The 

questions they produce are similar to the ones created for doggolingo. The following are 

examples produced by children of 28, 35, and 38 months of age respectively. 

a. What that? 

b. What his name? 

c. What he going to have some seeds? 

(McNeil, 1970) 

3.2.  Function words omission 

3.2.1. Article omission  

Regarding doggolingo article omission, 33 out of 60 memes omitted the article, both 

definite and indefinite, which represents 55% of the cases. (See Figure 5) 

 

Figure 5. Percentage of the instances in which the determiners were dropped 

55%
45%

ARTICLES OMISSION

omitted not omitted
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It is worth mentioning that the vast majority of the cases (with only 2 exceptions) 

where the determiners were omitted occurred after the copula and before a noun clause. The 

following are actual samples from the selected corpus: 

Table 6 – Articles omitted 

 
 

 

 

A.4. Yoo thought was [a] dune [#16] 

B.4. Am [a] puggo [#55] 

C.4. You tot I was [a] lion [#53] 

As it can be noticed above, all of the occurrences occurred in statements rather than 

questions. Out of the 60 analyzed memes, none of them omitted the determiners in questions. 

(See Figure 5.1) 
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Figure 5.1. Determiner omission percentage of occurrence according to the type of 

utterances 

Articles in the analyzed corpus are omitted 100% on statements. There is an 

observable pattern regarding article omission. It occurs in the predicate nominal, after the 

copula and before the noun. The analysis also showed that out of the 34 accounted cases of 

articles omission, 32 correspond to the deletion of the indefinite article and in just two 

instances the definite article was omitted. Examples from the corpus are presented below: 

Table 7 – definite/indefinite article omission 

 
  

 

100%

0%

ARTICLE OMISSION

statement question
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A.5. Am [a] doggo [#14] 

B.5. [the] boss is doin me some heckin concern [#20] 

C.5. Puggo [the] whole time [#34] 

D.5. U thought [I] was [a] crocco [#34] 

Am doggo is the most reoccurring in the whole set of memes. A possible explanation 

lies in the types of predicate. It seems that what follows the linking verb, in these cases the 

copula BE, is acting as an adjectival subject complement (predicate adjective) rather than a 

nominal subject complement (predicate nominal). Perhaps the internet community assumed 

that doggo is an extra characteristic granted to a regular dog, after all, doggos can be 

classified under certain criteria. (See Appendix 3) 

Regarding first language acquisition, it has been speculated that children grasp the 

determiners at a young age, although they use them much later than they understand their 

functions. O’Grady and Cho (2011) explained that children seemed confused when their 

caretaker used an unusual construction such as book the. Two-year-olds could discern the 

usage of the indefinite determiner. When the toddlers were told: This is a dax, they assumed 

that similar looking dolls were referred to as dax, too. However, when they were told: This 

is Dax, children assumed that dax referred only to the doll they were being shown.  

Despite having shown an early understanding of the determiners system, children 

acquired them relatively late. At 28 months, a child said where birdie go? (McNeil, 1970, p. 

18). An analysis of adult speech found out that determiners are the most frequently used 

words. However, they ranked 4th when determining the sequence in which morphemes are 

acquired by children (O'Grady & Cho, 2011) 
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3.2.2. Subject omission 

There is a tendency in doggolingo to drop the subject in special instances. Figure 6 

shows the percentage of occurrence of said characteristic.  

 

Figure 6. Percentage of the instances in which the subject was dropped  

As showed above, 73% of the memes contain at least one utterance in which the 

subject was dropped. It represents 44 out of the 60 memes analyzed.  

 

Figure 6.1. Subject omission percentage of occurrence according to the type of 

utterances 

73%

27%

SUBJECT OMISSION

omitted not omitted

100%

0%

SUBJECT OMISSION

statement question



33 

 Figure 6.1 shows that 100% of the cases where subject dropping was observed, 

occurred in statements rather than questions. Subject omission is the characteristic that most 

considerably deviates from Standard English. English verbs are not inflected by person 

(except for the third person singular simple present conjugation); thus, English does not 

allow the omission of the subject pronoun, as opposed to what happens in doggolingo. 

However, the omission of the subject occurs under very specific circumstances. The only 

subject observed to be omitted is the first person singular I when it is followed by the copula 

even if the latter has been inflected for tense. The following are examples of the mentioned 

context: 

Table 8 – Subject omission 

 

 
 

 

A.6. [I] am sharko puggo [#37] 

B.6. [I] am flur [#2] 

C.6. [I] am plant [#1] 

There were few instances in which a subject other that the first person singular was omitted. 

There are only three specific examples that do not correspond to the first person subject 

dropping:  
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Table 9 – Subject omission other than first person singular 

 
 

 

 

A.7. [You] concern me [#21] 

B.7. [It] is my restin bork face [#41] 

C.7. But [it] was really me [#34] 

The reason as to why only the first person singular pronoun is dropped may lie on the 

fact that this grammatical person has an exclusive inflection: “am”. You, we, and they share 

the same copula conjugation (are) as well as he, she, and it (is). Thus, the tendency of 

omitting the first person singular pronoun relies on the inflection carried by the copula, which 

provides the reader with all the evidence for the pronoun to be inferred. 

Although doggolingo exhibits a high percentage of subject omission, it is not the case in 

first language acquisition. In fact, subject pronouns are acquired in the two-word stage of the 

child’s language development. The first pronouns that appear in the child’s speech are I, you, 

and it. (Maratsos, 1979).  
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3.3.  Grapheme/phoneme correspondence 

3.3.1. Eye dialect 

 Doggolingo is apparently where English returns to its most basic and primal practices 

to keep the dialect simple and with less restraining spelling rules. Figure 7 shows the 

percentage of the eye dialect incidences on memes. 77% of the memes that were analyzed 

had at least one word or utterance depicted by eye dialect. It represents 46 memes out of 60 

using this resource.  

 

Figure 7. Percentage of the instances in which eye dialect was used 

The most frequent words written with this format are “y” and “u”. This probably comes 

from the popular use on texts from instant messaging. When chatrooms emerged and instant 

messaging was becoming the trend, it demanded and increased speed in typing in order to 

keep up with the ongoing conversation. 

The cases of eye dialect in this kind of memes can be classified into three categories: the 

name of the letter represents the word as abbreviations (e.g. u, r, y), the spelling of the word 

77%

23%

EYE DIALECT

produced not produced
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corresponds to the pronunciation (e.g. hart, helo, acshully, hed), and the ones in which some 

letters in the word were altered to represent a heavy accent (e.g. stap, wos, yoo, halp) 

Table 10 – Classification of eye dialect by groups 

1st group 2nd group 3rd group 

Y = why 

U = you 

R = are 

C = see 

UR = you’re 

B = be 

 

 

Hart = heart 

Helo = hello 

Acshully = actually 

Smel = smell 

Thot = thought 

G’day = good day 

Happ = happy 

Dis = this 

Dogter = doctor 

Thicc = thick 

Woarm = warm 

Hed = head 

Wat =what 

Ther = there 

Maken = making 

Eet =eat 

Lern =learn 

Cud = could 

Soked = soaked 

Teh = the 

Cleer = clear 

Sum = some 

An = and 

Hav = have 

Wal = wall 

Hoo = who 

Miror = mirror 

Wuz = was 

Loin = lion 

Roor = roar 

Sekerts = secrets 

Wut = what 

Yoo = you 

Halp = help 

Plz = please 

Donut =do not 

Doen = doing 

Berk = bark 

Thort = thought 

Wos = was 

Agen = again 

Gerf = arf 

Garf = arf 

Stap = stop 

Teefs = teeth 

Ya = you 

Wit = wet 

Absalitly = absolutely 

Whut = what 

Yoo = you 

Rumway = runway 

Stucc = stuck 
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Boi = boy 

Omgosh = oh my gosh 

Yu = you 

The last column of the table presented on the Appendix 2 shows the percentage of eye 

dialect present on each meme based on the number of words in each one. On average, there 

are 13.7 words per meme. Out of these 13 words, at least 14% of them are words portrayed 

as eye dialect.  

Doggolingo might prefer the use of eye dialect to depict cutesy by assigning heavy 

accents to dogs. The way the spelling is portrayed, the majority of the graphemes have a 

strong resemblance with the speech sounds. 

Regarding First Language Acquisition, there are some phonemes that are acquired late 

especially the fricatives as it is the case of the dental fricatives /θ/ and /ð/. Eye dialect in 

doggolingo memes tends to replace these phonemes with fricatives that are acquired earlier 

in childhood. For example, the word teefs in meme number 33 stands for teeth. Since the 

labiodental fricative /f/ and the alveolar fricative /s/ are acquired before the dental fricatives, 

these phonemes are preferred to recreate the dental sound. 

 

A similar case occurs in memes 18, 30, and 48. The word dis stands for this. 

Apparently, the phoneme /ð/ has been replaced by the alveolar plosive /d/ which is a phone 
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acquired as early as the babbling stage (see Image 6). Although said phonemes do not share 

the same place of articulation, both of them share the characteristic of being voiced.  

 
 

 

 

Concerning vowels, doggolingo follows an interesting pattern. The diagraph ea is 

replaced by the most approximated spelling that resembles the actual sound. Consider the 

following examples (left, standard spelling; right, eye dialect): 

ea  e ea  ee 

Head  hed 

Learn  lern 

Eat  eet 

Clear  cleer 

 

There is no data as to how these examples of eye dialect are pronounced exactly but 

there are two possible options: 

a) They are pronounced following the phonological patterns of English: 

Fed /fɛd/ hence hed /hɛd/ 

Feet /fit/ hence eet /it/ 
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The pronunciation does not vary from the standard one:  

  Head /hɛd/ 

  Eat /it/ 

b) They are pronounced differently. In this case, the vowels will not follow the 

standard phonological rules and they will be pronounced as they are written: 

Hed /hɛd/ becomes /hed/ 

 In other words, the sound will suffer an alteration: it will move one spot up, similar 

to what occurred in the Great Vowel Shift. The open-mid front vowel /ɛ/ turns into the 

close-mid front /e/. Now consider the following cases in which the same happens: 

Table 11. Standard pronunciation vs. Eye dialect supposed pronunciation 

Standard spelling Standard 

pronunciation 

Eye dialect Eye dialect 

pronunciation 

Stop /stɑp/ Stap /stap/ 

Was /wʌz/ Wos /wos/ 

 

In these examples, the open back vowel /ɑ/ is replaced by the open front vowel /a/ and the 

open-mid back vowel /ʌ/ is replaced by the close-mid back vowel /o/ moving exactly one 

spot up. 

 All of what was explained above remains only as a theory since there is no collected 

data yet of how exactly eye dialect in these memes is pronounced. 
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4. CONCLUSIONS 

The increment in use of CMC has contributed greatly to language evolution. Changes 

that could take years, now take place in the span of months, days, or even hours. Language 

in the internet is continuously evolving even to the point of incorporating neologisms and 

interesting grammatical structures, which is the case of doggolingo. It is classified as an 

“internet dialect” since it is based on English rules and lexicon but it has developed its own 

grammatical structures and even its own lexicon.  

It is important to record these internet dialects since they can shed light into how humans 

play with language and to what extent they can alter it without it being completely 

unintelligible. Regarding doggolingo, it has been observed that this dialect comprises new 

lexicon, alterations to standard structures, and playful spelling modifications which deviate 

from Standard English. The text and the image are interdependent since the image sets the 

context in which the text makes sense. The text featured in doggo memes is a combination 

between Standard English and the new invented dialect, although there is a preference for 

the non-standard English use.  

At first sight, doggolingo appeared to have more common features with baby talk but a 

deeper analysis proved that doggolingo featured in doggo memes, whose utterances are from 

the dogs’ point of view, shares more characteristics with the two last stages of language 

acquisition than with baby talk. However, it is a given that doggolingo originated from child 

directed speech since multiple studies of the former have proved so. Regarding baby talk, 

language is economized by trying to keep it as simple as possible so the baby can focus on 

the most important words of the speech and learn them fast, in order to satisfy their need for 

communication. Concerning doggolingo, the users of the dialect, consciously or 
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unconsciously, depict through memes how dogs would talk if they learned the language 

purely by baby talk and considering that their capacity of learning vocabulary is limited. 

The tendency for this usage may be intrinsically related to the characters in the memes. 

Dogs are capable of eliciting cuteness in the human being as perhaps babies do. Thus, it 

makes sense that humans use the same simplified language that they use with babies, with 

their pets. Humans use a simplified version of language with babies in the attempt of teaching 

them how to produce sentences with their still limited vocabulary. However, the same is used 

with dogs even though they are not expected to provide a response. Thus, two dog-based-

dialect are noticeable: one used by humans to talk to pets and one “used” by pets to talk to 

humans. 

Doggolingo is a simplified language and after all the observations and analysis carried 

out, it can be determined that all the words that do not carry meaning in the sentence can be 

left out. In other words, the hypothesis derived from the empirical data is that only content 

words (i.e. words that carry the main meaning) are a constant and cannot be left out of the 

statements. On the contrary, it seems that almost all grammatical words are eliminable or 

disposable.  

 One possible explanation for this phenomenon is that dogs are perceived as two to 

three year olds due to the linguistic resemblance with the language acquisition stages. All 

evidence points to doggolingo using characteristics present in the children’s speech in the 

last two stages of language acquisition presented here: Two-word stage and telegraph stage. 

However, doggolingo has been compared in the past with child directed speech because of 

the way pet owners talk to them.  

 Based on the collected evidence, as well as the new data presented here, one can 

assume that doggolingo has split in two counterparts: one being the language variations that 
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the owners use with pets, which can be referred to as doggerel; and the second one being the 

language dogs “use” to speak to their humans, which can be addressed as purely doggolingo.  

There is no certainty as to how exactly this internet dialect originated, but it is slowly 

becoming more and more popular day by day. It will not be surprising if in the future, the 

neologisms derived from doggolingo appear on dictionaries. This study has only scratched 

the surface of the possibilities doggolingo offers. It can be compared with Lolspeak (dialect 

featured on cat memes) and to see how much they have in common. Doggolingo can also 

contribute to pragmatic studies and for the better understanding of how important the role 

that language plays for creating humor is. There are new ways of expressing doggolingo 

currently through punctuation in a Twitter account called Thoughts of dog, which would also 

pose an interesting study on how punctuation contributes to the representation of tone in this 

dialect and its contribution to humor. 

Finally, since doggolingo is not a natural dialect, the arbitrariness in spelling and which 

aspects the users omit or not are evident. Generally, in a natural dialect, the changes that it 

experiences occur without exceptions so a pattern is clearly followed. This flaw in 

doggolingo may cause confusion in English students and non-native speakers and it might 

mislead their learning.  However, these characteristics are what makes doggo memes so 

popular: there are no rules for the creators’ imagination, althought they do follow certain 

rules.  
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Appendix 1 – Transcription of the analyzed tokens 

ellipsis fuction words omission   

# copula subject determiners p/g correspondence 

1   am plant am plant   

    am doin a grow     

2 y u smel am flur am flur flur 

  flur doin me some….    y 

      u 

        smel 

3   am borkman     

4   am pupper am pupper   

5   but am really doggo I wuz lion thot 

      wuz 

      loin 

        roor 

6 what u fren am doggo am doggo g'day 

7 who you       

  i moo grass doggo       

8  am doggo am doggo   

    am lambo am lambo   

9 I santa     u 

  I doggo   I doggo   

  me on nice list       

10 why u so quiet     u 

11   am doggo am doggo   

12 gonna find out… gonna find out….   u 

        sekerts 

13 he comf am comf    

   am happ  happ 

          

14   am doggo am doggo wut 

   am majestic dolpho am majestic dolpho r 

      u 

       ur 

15   u thot was puppers   thot 

    ams pupcakes   u 

16   yoo thought was dune yoo thought was dune yoo 

    but am doggo     

17   am satisfied with…   u 

18       halp 

        dis  
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19       dogter 

      thicc 

      woarm 

20   am doin a business  boss is doin some…   

    need this deal     

21  am not Leia  plz 

   concern me    

    am not doin a star war     

22   am pupper   wut 

      r 

      u 

    am oinklet pigger   ur 

23       u 

      r 

      donut 

        u 

      hart 

24       helo 

25     hed 

      ur 

      u 

      r 

        doen 

26     wut 

      berk 

      ur 

27   was acshully pupper was acshully pupper thort 

      wos 

      u 

      acshully 

      agen 

28 he smol am tol   tol 

   am tol now  smol 

   am no longer the tol one  hecc 

   am too smol  hooman 

      wat 

      somtin 

29   am mini tree doggo     

30     halp 

      wat 

      dis 

31 y u so smol     I c 

      y 

      u 
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        r 

32     ther 

      gerf 

        garf 

33       stap 

      u 

      r 

      teefs 

        maken 

34   u thought was crocco u thought was crocco U 

    but was really me puggo whole time   

35   am scary cober am scary cober   

    am much venom     

36   am smol am peep peep doggo wat 

   am peep peep doggo  r 

      u 

      pls 

      eet 

      lern 

37 they heckin delicious am sharko puggo am sharko puggo ya 

  eatin ya swimmers eatin ya swimmers     

38     cud 

      y 

      u 

      wit 

      absalutly 

      soked 

39 y u denying me am such a good pupper   treetz 

      y 

        u 

40  am doin an annoyin  stap 

    am tryin to do a blep     

41   am not doing a concern     

    is my resting bork face     

42   am forest doggo   whut 

      yoo 

        teh 

43   am bread     

44 y u smol     y 

      u 

        r 

45 u doing big hecking…     U 

46   you thought was burrito you thought was burrito   

   am doggo am doggo   
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47       cleer 

        rumway 

48 dis wall doin me…    halp 

   been bamboozled…    

   am stuck  dis 

49   am doggo not pikachu     

50   u thought am froggo u thought am froggo u 

          

51   u thought am pengo u thought am pengo u 

   is me doggo doggo whole time   

52 gonna do ur sins a…. am doggo am doggo thot 

   

gonna do ur sins a 
forgiven I was priesto u 

        ur 

53    I was lion tot 

54 why bamboozle am puggo am puggo b 

   no wanna be lobsto no wanna be lobsto   

          

55 me name Olive am puggo am puggo   

   am sorry    

   bullied rudolph    

56   am patriotic doggo am patriotic doggo sum 

   want sum heckin…    

57     u thot I was giraffe thot 

        u 

58     wut 

      an 

        teh 

59 heckin stucc heckin stucc   ther 

      halp 

      stucc 

        hav 

60       wal 

      hoo 

      miror 

      boi 

      omgosh 

        yu 
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Appendix 2 – Number of occurrences, words, and utterances count 

# number of utterances total N. of 
words 

% 

 
subject om Q/S copula om Q/S articles om Q/S p/g corr. 

   

1 2 S 0 
 

1 S 0 4 9 0.00 

 2 1 S 1 Q 1 S 4 3 9 44.44 

   1 S       

3 1 S 0 
 

0 
 

0 2 5 0.00 

4 1 S 0 
 

1 S 0 5 12 0.00 

5 1 S 0 
 

2 S 4 4 20 20.00 

6 2 S 1 Q 2 S 1 5 12 8.33 

7 0 
 

1 Q 1 S 0 3 11 0.00 

8 2 S 0 
 

2 S 0 4 12 0.00 

9 2 S 3 S 3 S 1 5 23 4.35 

10 0 
 

1 Q 0 
 

1 3 13 7.69 

11 3 S 2 S 2 S 0 6 21 0.00 

12 1 S 1 S 0 
 

2 4 17 11.76 

13 2 S 1 S 0 
 

1 2 6 16.67 

14 2 S 0 
 

2 S 4 5 17 23.53 
15 2 S 0 

 
0 

 
1 3 8 12.50 

16 2 S 0 
 

2 S 2 3 11 18.18 
17 1 S 0 

 
0 

 
1 3 19 5.26 

18 4 S 1 S 0 
 

2 7 25 8.00 
19 1 S 1 S 1 S 3 3 10 30.00 
20 2 S 0 

 
1 S 0 3 14 0.00 

21 3 S 0 
 

0 
 

1 7 14 7.14 
22 2 S 0 

 
2 S 4 4 14 28.57 

23 0 
 

0 
 

0 
 

3 3 13 23.08 
24 0 

 
0 

 
0 

 
3 3 17 17.65 

25 0 
 

0 
 

0 
 

5 2 16 31.25 
26 0 

 
0 

 
0 

 
3 4 14 21.43 

27 1 S 0 
 

2 S 5 4 10 50.00 
28 4 S 1 S 0 

 
6 9 28 21.43 

29 2 s 1 S 1 S 0 3 10 0.00 

30 1 s 1 S 0 
 

3 4 13 23.08 
31 0 

 
1 Q 1 S 4 6 22 18.18 

32 0 
 

0 
 

0 
 

3 5 17 17.65 
33 0 

 
0 

 
0 

 
5 4 10 50.00 

34 2 S 0 
 

2 S 1 4 12 8.33 
35 2 S 0 

 
1 S 0 4 14 0.00 

36 1 S 0 
 

1 S 6 5 21 28.57 
37 2 S 1 S 1 S 1 4 13 7.69 
38 2 S 2 S 0 

 
6 6 12 50.00 

39 1 S 1 Q 0 
 

3 5 18 16.67 
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40 2 S 0 
 

0 
 

1 3 12 8.33 
41 2 S 0 

 
0 

 
0 2 11 0.00 

42 1 S 0 
 

1 S 3 3 12 25.00 
43 1 S 0 

 
1 S 0 1 5 0.00 

44 0 
 

1 Q 0 
 

3 3 12 25.00 
45 0 

 
1 Q 0 

 
1 1 7 14.29 

46 2 S 0 
 

2 S 0 4 12 0.00 
47 0 

 
0 

 
0 

 
2 3 9 22.22 

48 2 S 1 S 0 
 

2 4 18 11.11 
49 1 S 0 

 
1 S 0 5 20 0.00 

50 2 S 0 
 

1 S 1 3 9 11.11 
51 2 S 0 

 
2 S 1 4 15 6.67 

52 2 S 1 S 2 S 3 7 27 11.11 
53 0 

 
0 

 
1 S 1 3 14 7.14 

54 2 S 1 Q 2 S 1 4 10 10.00 
55 3 S 1 S 1 S 0 5 18 0.00 
56 2 S 0 

 
1 S 1 4 17 5.88 

57 0 
 

0 
 

1 S 2 3 11 18.18 
58 0 

 
0 

 
0 

 
3 2 13 23.08 

59 1 S 1 S 0 
 

4 4 16 25.00 
60 0 

 
0 

 
0 

 
6 4 13 46.15 

           

Average 1.31666667 
 

0.80 
 

2.07 
 

3.92 3.82 14.05 15.03 
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Appendix 3 – Doggos classification 

 

Doggo chart (2016). Taken from Know Your Meme. Retrieved from: https://knowyourmeme.com/photos/1156712-doggo  

https://knowyourmeme.com/photos/1156712-doggo


55 

 

Appendix 4 – Corpus of memes 
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