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				An Introduction

				C’est pourquoi on l’appela du nom de Babel, car c’est là que l’Éternel confondit le langage de toute la terre, et c’est de là que l’Éternel les dispersa sur la face de toute la terre. (Genèse 11 : 9)

				Therefore is the name of it called Babel; because the Lord did there confound the language of all the earth: and from thence did the Lord scatter them abroad upon the face of all the earth. (Genesis 11:9)

				עעַל-כֵּן קָרָא שְׁמָהּ, בָּבֶל, כִּי-שָׁם בָּלַל יְהוָה, שְׂפַת כָּל-הָאָרֶץ; וּמִשָּׁם הֱפִיצָם יְהוָה, עַל-פְּנֵי כָּל-הָאָרֶץ. (בראשית יא, ט)

				ამისთჳს ეწოდა სახელი მისი, შერევნა. რამეთუ მუნ შეურინვა უფალმან ბაგენი ყოვლისა ქუეყანისანი, და მუნით განთესნა იგინი უფალმან, პირსა ზედა ყოვლისა ქუჱყანისასა. (დაბადება 11:9)

				Вот почему он был назван Вавилон – ведь Господь смешал там язык всего мира. Оттуда Господь рассеял их по лицу всей земли. (Бытие 11:9)

				Babel’s rubble—in the imaginations of the Old Testament authors—is a shattered ideal, a universal language that offered strength but invited hubris and endangered the Divine. God sought refuge in division, says Genesis. Yet, says Generativism, the universality of human language lives on. Mutual unintelligibility may seem ‘confused,’ as per Genesis’ pun balal on the name Babel, but the rubble that looks confused to human eyes perfectly obeys the deeper laws of the universe. The Generative program is based on the insight that human language too is answerable to higher powers than mere accidents of history and traditions of use (e.g., Chomsky 2005; Berwick & Chomsky 2016; see Newmeyer 1996 for earlier references). It is structured by the substance of human cognition. All tongues are hewn from the same stone. To its inhabitants, Babylon was bab-ilim ‘God’s gateway.’ To Generativists, 
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				the rubble of Babel is the gateway to understanding that most curious of objects: ourselves.

				Formal linguistics has been quick to uncover systematicity in diversity. However, early in the enterprise, ergative languages mounted a clear challenge to ideas about hierarchical structure and mechanisms that build it (e.g., Dixon 1979; Harris 1981; Johns 1992; see Deal 2015 for a survey). Ergativity has brought scrutiny to bear on the generality of case assignment (e.g., Marantz 1991; Legate 2008; Baker & Vinokurova 2010; Baker & Bobaljik 2017), the universality of the subject-object asymmetry (e.g., Marantz 1989; Nash 1995, 2002) and the invariability of agreement mechanisms (e.g., Béjar & Rezac 2009; Polinsky & Preminger 2019).

				The study of ergative languages was one strand of research into language diversity that greatly advanced understanding of structure building and of the syntactic interfaces with lexical semantics (e.g., Massam 1985 et seq.; Polinsky & Preminger 2019) and morphology (e.g., Halle & Marantz 1993).

				It is in this context that Léa Nash, celebrated in this volume, first made her impact in the world of linguistics. The current volume—a 21-chapter salute—pays tribute to Nash’s prolific contributions then and since. The papers offer both theoretical and empirical research into languages ‘scattered … upon the face of the earth’: Albanian, English, French, Georgian (both standard and dialectal), Georgian Sign Language (GESL), German, Hebrew, Icelandic, Italian, Iwaidja, Kiowa, Mandarin, Megrelian, Nyangumarta, Panyjima, Romanian, Russian, South Italo-Romance dialects, Spanish, and Svan. 

				The volume comprises three parts, Words, Phrases, and Sentences, which offer a rich dialogue with Nash’s multi-layered research. Reflecting her contributions to the theory of argument structure, there is strong representation of diathetic alternations, the syntax of causatives, and the typology of core and noncore dative marking. Other papers branch out in multiple directions, as Nash’s own research has done, including the morphosyntax of Georgian and its relatives, the syntax of the CP layer and of locative expressions, and issues of categorization, derivation, and Generative theory in general. The brief summary of the chapters that follows will orient the reader not just within this volume but within the wide-ranging rubble rousing that constitutes Nash’s personal linguistic enterprise.

				Words, the first part of the volume, focuses on diverse morpheme-related phenomena. David Erschler describes negation and negative-scoped indefinites in endangered Upper Bal Svan. The language 
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				deploys negative concord and negative polarity items in tandem and interpretation depends on pre- and postverbal positioning. Erschler proposes an analysis based on assimilation of negative concord to agreement. Relatedly, Tamar Makharoblidze describes negation in Georgian Sign Language (GESL) and its parallels with Georgian based on a corpus of three hours of recordings. Rusudan Gersamia addresses the intricate system of Megrelian verbal prefixes. Complex strings are subject to a fascinating array of morphophonological processes that make decomposition and glossing challenging. Using an electronic database of over 2600 sentences, the paper highlights the variety of difficulties that decomposition encounters as well as their diachronic sources and potential solutions. In a similar vein, Thomas Wier enriches the longstanding line of linguistic research into Georgian agreement by presenting historical and underappreciated dialectal data. Far from the templatic view at times encountered in descriptions of the language, Wier shows how increases and decreases in complexity often go hand in hand, creating conflicting patterns of morphological change. 

				Away from Kartvelian, Marie Laurence Knittel discusses French deverbal adjectives in -ant, offering an analysis that teases apart the contribution of the morpheme from those of its host. Xiaofang Zhou proposes a unified syntactic account of Mandarin axial complexes like zhuōzi-shàng ‘table-top/on’ and zhuōzi shàng-miàn ‘table up-face.’ Zhou hypothesises that these are nominal phrases with a complex internal constitution that accounts for their mixed distribution. Michela Russo describes how the mass/count distinction is encoded in the nominal determiner system in Southern Italo-Romance, tracing its diachronic development from Latin and its synchronic syntactic-phonological features.

				Phrases, the second part of the volume, addresses the interface between the syntax and the lexical semantics of the extended verbal phrase. Patrick Caudal surveys the encoding of telicity in the causative alternation and avertive constructions of several Australian languages. These emerge as lexically deficient for telicity and aspectual features and so implement the connection between interpretation and structure in a novel way. María Cristina Cuervo and Jean-François Juneau tackle the double-duty preverbs mi- and mo- in Georgian ditransitives. These track person, not via agreement, but by virtue of being deictic elements. Cuervo and Juneau’s account combines person features with aspectual properties of constructions manifesting the preverbs. Carmen Dobrovie-Sorin and Patricia Cabredo-Hofherr tackle passives of unergative verbs in Germanic and Romance, tying them to ergative marking and 
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				the aorist of unergative verbs in Georgian. Analyzing both participial passives and se forms, they reach an analysis of passive that eschews Voice projections in favour of derivations from independently available components. Closely related to the topic of unergatives, Dalina Kallulli and Isabel Oltra-Massuet contrast cognate object constructions in Albanian with those of English and Spanish, addressing the thorny issue of how cognate objects should be defined.  

				Moving to causative constructions, Rita Manzini analyzes the syntactic properties of periphrastic causatives in Romance, suggesting that the embedding verb is not an auxiliary but a lexical verb that selects a vP. The size and type of the complement account for ergative alignment, supporting the view that ergatives are a passive-like, nonphasal vP. Martha McGinnis investigates Georgian causativized unaccusatives and transitives in nominalizations, passives, and (further) causativization. Their behavior favors the claim that configuration determines the identities of uncategorized functional heads. The basis for this view is laid out by Alec Marantz in his state-of-the-art survey of how word formation affects syntax. Marantz demonstrates how three decades of work by Nash and a recent upwelling of advances from New York University PhD students have led away from the head movement analyses he advocated 40 years ago towards a more abstract view of the syntax-semantics interface.

				Finally, Sentences, the third part of this volume, addresses clause-level linguistic phenomena. Three of the chapters are concerned with dative constructions. Elitzur Bar-Asher Siegal maps out the presentative dative of Modern Hebrew, arguing that it is not to be subsumed under existing dative typologies. Instead, he expands the crosslinguistic classification of datives and proposes methods for its further rollout. Jim Wood and Einar Freyr Sigurðsson examine Icelandic applied datives with adjectival predicates. These mix properties of high and low applicatives and lead, like the previous study, to an expansion of the typology of dative constructions—and to the theoretical means of accounting for them. Beyond the verbal domain, Tatyana Bondarenko develops a dative dichotomy where some datives are specifiers of an applicative head, others part of a phrase headed by a null preposition. She demonstrates that again allows restitutive readings only in a prepositional structure that meets additional syntactic and semantic conditions. 

				The next two chapters address the theory of clausal architecture. Roberta D’Alessandro advances the hypothesis that resumptive strategies, such as Clitic Left Dislocation in Romance, serve to mark 
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				the crossing of spell-out domains. Examining Differential Object Marking in this light, she suggests that asymmetries in clitics doubling subjects and objects arise from the domains crossed. Carlo Cecchetto and Caterina Donati tackle unmotivated movement by framing successive cyclic movement and head movement as a natural class. They tie movement to labelling and visibility in line with the Phase Impenetrability Constraint, a position that calls for labels within the syntactic derivation (contra Chomsky 2013, 2019). 

				The final two chapters return to the riches unearthed in Babel’s rubble: similar constructions in distant languages. Daniel Harbour documents the curious use of plural agreement for singular whichever of, both within the clause where whichever occurs and in subsequent ones. The construction is identified in Georgian, Kiowa, and Quechua, with Kiowa data forming the focus of the chapter. The data are dissected and the likely elements of an analysis—unagreement, covert correlatives, the semantics of wh-modification—disaggregated. Chang Liu examines two types of ‘Presentational Amalgam Constructions’ in Mandarin and shows that an NP-ellipsis strategy proposed by Bhatt and Nash (2018) for Georgian correlatives can be implemented for one of the Mandarin constructions.

				In all, these contributions reveal the multifaceted unity of the Generative Program in general and of Nash’s research in particular. We hope readers will be inspired to dig, sift, sort, and build further.
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				1.Negation and negative dependencies in Upper Bal Svan 

				David Erschler

				Ben-Gurion University of the Negev

				 1. Introduction

				This paper deals with interaction of sentential negation with negative indefinites (NIs) and negative polarity items (NPIs) in Upper Bal Svan (South Caucasian, Georgia). In its negative dependencies, Svan uses both NIs that participate in negative concord, and NPIs. The placement and co-occurrence of NIs and NPIs are subject to non-trivial and possibly typologically unique constraints.

				Negative concord, Giannakidou (2000), is a phenomenon where all negative indefinites in the scope of negation show overt negative morphology (and each of them is able to serve as an independent negative answer, Bernini & Ramat 1996:121; Haspelmath 1997:194-196), (1a-b), but they are interpreted as a single instance of negation.
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				In the same terminology, the two subtypes of negative concord are, first, Strict Negative Concord, where NIs must be accompanied by a sentential negation marker, such as ne in the Rusian example in (1a), and, second, Non-Strict Negative Concord, where no sentential negation marker is necessary or even possible, Giannakidou (2000:462) and Zeijlstra (2004:64).  1

				An alternative strategy for a language to use to put multiple indefinites in the scope of negation is to make use of NPIs, restricting the number of overtly negative items in a clause to one. 

				Svan employs an interesting combination of these strategies. While NIs can occur in any number in a sentence, they are incompatible with an overt preverbal negation marker (3a), i.e. Svan exhibits Non-Strict NC. Besides that, Svan uses combinations of NPIs and NIs (3b).

				In the terminology accepted since Den Besten (1986:205), in its combinations of NIs, Svan exhibits Negative Spread. An empirical generalization Zeijlstra (2004:62) proposed concerning Negative Spread is “There is no language that exhibits Negative Spread, but lacks a particular negative element that accompanies n-words.” Svan and Ossetic (Erschler & Volk 2011; Borise & Erschler 2021) falsify 

				
					1.	Glosses: abs absolutive; adv adverbial case; comp complementizer; dat dative; erg ergative; neg negative; prv preverb; q question particle. Abbreviations: NI negative indefinite; NPI negative polarity item.
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				this generalization. A more recent typological study Van der Auwera & Van Alsenoy (2016) does not mention the possibility of such a system, although they note that non-strict negative concord in general is relatively rare cross-linguistically. The theory, however, does not rule out such systems on principled grounds. 

				To analyze Negative Concord, Zeijlstra (2004) proposed that the negative semantics under NC is contributed by a null operator with an [iNeg] feature, while NIs, which all carry a [uNeg] feature, undergo Agree with it. An early precursor of agreement-based approaches to negation and negative concord are Brown & Franks (1995) and Brown (1999). Zeijlstra’s theory countenances multiple Agree. 

				I show in this paper that the approach of Zeijlstra (2004:249) can, with some modifications, be extended to Svan. However, restrictions on the position of NIs and NPIs in a clause are a separate Svan-specific phenomenon to account for which I propose a certain sequence of movements. 

				This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, I provide a brief background on Svan. In Section 3, I present a description of Svan sentential negation and of the structure and behavior of negative indefinites and negative polarity items. In Section 4, I formulate and discuss descriptive generalizations about co-occurrences of NIs and NPIs in Svan finite clauses. In Section 5, I sketch a possible analysis of the Svan negation system.

				2. Background on Svan

				Svan is an endangered South Caucasian (Kartvelian) language. It is the earliest offshoot of the family (Testelets 2020). Svan is mostly spoken in the historical regions of Upper and Lower Svaneti, in the Northwest of the Republic of Georgia. In censuses, both the Soviet ones and those performed in independent Georgia, Svans were listed as Georgians and questions about their command of Svan were not asked. Therefore, only very approximate estimates are possible of the number of Svan speakers: the total population of the two districts is currently about 23,000. It is not clear whether Svan is transmitted to children anymore, see a discussion in Gippert (2008) and Tuite (2017). The youngest speakers I have had a chance to meet are now in their forties. 

				While typologically similar to the much better studied Georgian, Svan exhibits significant differences in its grammar, which largely remains unexplored. For sketches of Upper Bal Svan grammar, see Palmaitis & Gudjedjani (1986), Tuite (1997), and Oniani (1998).
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				In this paper, I do not attempt to disentangle the notoriously complex morphophonology of the Svan verb. I only provide simplistic convenience translations for the verb forms.

				3. Negation in Svan

				3.1 Plain negative markers in Svan

				Standard negation (in the sense of Miestamo 2005) in Svan is expressed by a negative marker that (normally) immediately precedes the verb (4). Negative markers can only be separated from the verb by some functional items, such as the complementizer e:, but not e.g. the apparently synonymous complementizer ere: (4 b-c).

				The inventory of negative markers in Upper Bal Svan is large and the semantic differences between them are not fully clear. While in some cases a change in the negative marker results in a perceivable change in meaning (5), in many situations consultants accept several possible negative markers (6).
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				The negative markers attested in my field materials 2 are shown in (7). It is not clear whether they can be meaningfully morphologically analyzed synchronically. 

				3.2 Negation in ellipses

				Besides appearing in the preverbal position, negative markers can be stranded under negative contrast ellipsis (see Erschler 2020:952 for a definition of this ellipsis variety). In such cases, the negative marker follows the negated constituent (8).

				The fact that negative markers can be stranded this way will prove important in exploring the structure of NegP later. 3

				3.3 Negative indefinites

				Some of the negative markers 4 “launch” series of negative indefinites (NIs). Morphologically, the indefinites are a combination of the respective negative marker with an independently attested 

				
					2.	Sharadzenidze (1946) and Tuite (1997:41) list more negative markers. 

					3.	Mountain peaks in Svaneti.

					4.	The marker ma:m was only found to give rise to two NIs, ma:m-gweʃ ‘nothing’ and ma:m-čik(s) ‘never.’

				

			

		

		
			[image: ]
		

		
			[image: ]
		

	
		
			
				24	Building on Babel’s Rubble 

			

		

		
			
				stem, which is often, but not always, a wh-word. The list in (9) is not exhaustive. 5 

				Turning to the syntax of negative indefinites, Svan exhibits a variety of negative concord, that is to say, any number of NIs may occur in the clause. However, if any NIs occur to the left of the verb, they are incompatible with preverbal negative markers 6 (10).

				Negative indefinites in Svan can function as fragment negative answers. In such contexts, they also exhibit NC (11).

				The stems of the respective NIs can function as NPIs (12), which can be also used in Svan negative dependencies (13). 

				
					5.	The root gwaʃ/gweʃ means ‘thing.’

					6.	See also Lomia & Margiani (2016) and Topuria ([1923] 2002) for a discussion of this property of Svan, Megrelian, and Old Georgian. 
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				The rest of this paper deals with the interaction of NIs, negation, and NPIs in finite clauses. 

				4. Placement of NIs and NPIs

				4.1 Descriptive generalizations

				The placement and co-occurrence of NIs and NPIs are subject to non-trivial constraints. Schematically, the possible combinations of NIs and NPIs are shown in (14) In these schemes, Neg stands for sentential negation markers from the list in (7); XP, YP, and ZP stand for constituents that are neither NIs nor NPIs.

				That is to say, NIs form two chains, a preverbal one (14a) and a postverbal one (14c). Placing NIs and NPIs into different chains has not been found to give rise to perceivable semantic differences.

				The preverbal chain must immediately precede the verb, with only some functional items being able to intervene, as was shown in (4) above. Besides that, a preverbal chain can consist of an initial NI and a string of NPIs 7 (14b). These possibilities are illustrated in (15) by specific example sentences.

				
					7.	This possibility contradicts the cross-linguistic generalization proposed by Penka (2011:219): “The generalization that correctly captures the observed distributions of indefinites with respect to negation seems to be the following: whenever an NI can be used, it has to be used.” In Svan, chains of NIs and the respective chains of NPIs beginning with an NI appear to be fully synonymous.
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				Unlike in Georgian (Borise & Polinsky 2018), but similarly to Ossetic (Erschler & Volk 2011; Borise & Erschler 2021), the preverbal chain of NIs intervenes even between a wh-phrase and the verb 8 (16).

				No lexical material may intervene in a chain of NIs (17), except for certain functional items. In other words, NIs really form a chain.

				The position of the preverbal NIs is not that of focus, given that focused items may precede it. This is shown in (18) by means of constituents associated with the particles =j ‘even, also’ and gar ‘only.’ I assume that XPs associated with such particles are necessarily focused (see Beaver & Clark 2008:68-72).

				A postverbal chain of NIs requires the presence of some negative item immediately preverbally (19 a-b). 9 The chain may be separated from the verb (19 c-d).

				
					8.	Normally, wh-phrases must be immediately preverbal in Svan:

						(i)	a.	<vano>	jær-s	<*vano>	xagərgæli	<vano>?

						Vano	who-dat	talks

						‘Who is Vano talking to?’

						b.	məxær	jær	<*məxær>	esʁri	kalæk-te?

						tomorrow	who	goes	city-all

						‘Who’s going to the city tomorrow?’

					9.	In this respect, Svan resembles Spanish, Italian and Portuguese, as described in Zeijlstra (2004:129-132), Penka (2011:44), and the references there. However, in these Romance languages, postverbal N(P)Is need not form a chain. 
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				Like in the case of a preverbal chain, see (15b) above, a postverbal chain can consist of an initial NI and a string of NPIs (20).
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				Furthermore, the postverbal chain may consist of only NPIs.

				I do not have examples of chains where several NIs and NPIs would be present at once, as schematically shown in (22).

				Postverbal NIs or NPIs may be preceded or followed by a focused XP, which shows that their position is not that of focus (23). I am again using items associated with focus to ensure that the respective constituents are indeed focused. I do not have examples of non-focused items intervening between the verb and postverbal NIs or NPIs, but I cannot exclude such a possibility.

				In a chain of negative indefinites, the negative morphology does not need to be identical (24).

				With these generalizations in mind, we can proceed to an analysis of the Svan negation system.

				5. An Idea of an Analysis

				To analyze negative dependencies in Svan, I follow the general lines of Zeijlstra (2004) and Penka (2011). Specifically, I assume that the negative semantics is contributed by a silent operator with the feature [iNeg] situated high in the clause, while NIs and negative markers undergo agreement with it. The overt negative morphology is 
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				a manifestation of this agreement. I leave aside the issue of the choice between possible sentential negation markers (7) and how this choice interacts with the modality of the clause. 

				5.1 Overall Structure

				I assume that in the absence of negation, Svan exhibits the standard functional sequence above the VP (25). The verb form is assembled by a series of head movements. 

				I propose that Svan projects two NegPs whose multiple specifiers host NIs and NPIs. Following the proposal of Zeijlstra (2004:249), the interpretable feature [iNeg] is contributed by an operator located higher in the structure. 10 The relevant part of the surface structure I propose in the case of a declarative sentence is shown in (26b). 

				I assume that both NegPs are situated above TP, because clausal negation does not seem to be possible in non-finite clauses in Svan. Nothing, however, crucially depends on this choice; my reasoning would go through if the complement of the lower NegP is AspP rather than TP. As will be explained in Section 5.2, NegP1 undergoes A’-movement into the specifier of a projection YP that is situated higher 

				
					10.	In the original proposal of Zeijlstra’s, the operator occupies Spec,NegP rather than heads a projection of its own. Nothing, however, crucially hinges on this choice.
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				than NegP2. The precise nature of YP is irrelevant for my present purposes. In Section 5.2, I describe the derivation that produces such a structure.

				Merging of NegP2 is optional: in a clause without postverbal NIs, it is absent (27). 

				Placing N(P)Is that form a chain in the specifiers of a single head allows us to account for the fact that nothing can intervene between the N(P)Is. Independent evidence showing that multiple specifiers exist in Svan comes from the structure of wh-questions—Svan has obligatory multiple wh-movement into a preverbal position, Erschler (2015).

				5.2 Derivation

				I propose that the derivation of a negated clause proceeds in the following steps.

				Step 1. NegP1 is merged above TP. To repeat, for the sake of concreteness, I assume it is situated above TP, but nothing hinges on this particular choice. The verb head moves into Neg0, while NIs and NPIs move into the specifiers of this projection. Head-movement of the verb complex into Neg0 ensures the immediate adjacency between the verb and preverbal negative items. For the spellout of overt negative markers in the absence of NIs, see the discussion in Section 5.3 below.

			

		

		
			[image: ]
		

		
			[image: ]
		

		
			[image: ]
		

		
			[image: ]
		

		
			[image: ]
		

	
		
			
					David Erschler	31

			

		

		
			
				I hypothesize that functional items that may be placed between NIs and the verb, see (4) above, appear there for prosodic reasons, but I leave this matter for further research.

				To account for the movement of NIs and NPIs into the specifiers of NegPs, I propose the following calculus of features. As we have seen in (18) and (23) above, this movement is independent of focusing, and so I take it to be driven by dedicated features. 

				I endow non-negative NPIs (such as jær ‘anybody’ or imgwaš ‘anything’) with a (formal 11) feature [uNPI], and NIs, with a pair of formal unvalued features, [uν, uNPI]. I take movement to Spec,NegP1 to be driven by the need to check these features. That is to say, Neg0 bears strong features [iNPI*] and [iν*]. 

				Agree proceeds in such a way that items with a full set of features undergo it first. Additional specifiers are formed by tucking in, as in (Richards 1999). This explains why NPIs may not precede NIs in a preverbal chain (30).

				The negative morphology, that is, the prefixes d(e:)-, ma:m-, etc., is the spellout of the valued feature [uν] on the respective DPs.

				Step 2. Some (probably information structure related) projections hosting the material that intervenes between the verb and NegP2 (23), are merged above NegP1. The precise nature of these projections is not important for the present purposes. 

				Step 3. NegP2 is merged. Some of the NIs and NPIs from the specifiers of NegP1 are moved into multiple specifiers of NegP2. I hypothesize that movement from Spec,NegP1 to Spec,NegP2 is driven by information structure related features. 

				The fact that NIs precede NPIs in the specifiers of NegP2, i.e., the same ordering condition obtains as for the specifiers of NegP1, is explained by the hierarchical order in the specifiers of NegP1 and superiority effects.

				
					11.	That is to say, I am not making any commitments as to its semantic content.
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				Step 4. NegP1 undergoes A’-movement into the specifier of some projection YP dominating NegP2. I stay agnostic as to the nature of this projection. 12 This movement results in the second chain of NIs becoming postverbal.

				When other preverbal material, i.e. wh-phrases, is present (16), the entire verb complex is pied-piped under this movement.

				Step 5. Additional material is merged above NegP2.

				Step 6. Op[iNeg] is merged and undergoes agreement with the NegPs, resulting in the structure shown in (26b). Following the proposal of Zeijlstra (2004), I assume that the merger of the operator is driven by the presence of [uNeg] features in the structure. At the spellout, the highest copy of each moved XP is pronounced. 

				
					12.	If NegP1 actually moves into Spec,OpP, Steps 4-6 need to be reordered. Namely, the movement of NegP must follow the merger of the operator. At present, I do not have any empirical evidence that would allow me to determine the nature of the head Y0.
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				The facts that still need an explanation are the following: First, why it is legitimate to posit the existence of NegP in Svan. Second, why negative markers are in complementary distribution with NIs. Third, why some NIs (or negative markers) need to be present in the structure. Fourth, why an NI, rather than an NPI, must occupy the highest specifier of NegP1. This will be done in the next section.

				5.3 Motivation and details 

				As for the motivation for positing dedicated NegP projections, it comes from the fact that N(P)Is clearly do not stay in situ in Svan. It is natural to indentify the projections they move into with NegP. Furthermore, positing a dedicated NegP is a fairly standard theoretical assumption since Pollock (1989). Additionally, the structure proposed in (26) allows us to naturally account for the negative contrast ellipsis facts in (8). Under negative contrast ellipsis in Svan, the complement of NegP1 is deleted as shown in (33), with (8b B) repeated as (33b). As in the proposal of Merchant (2001) for sluicing in English, I assume that the movement of the verb into Neg0 is blocked under ellipsis.

				To account for the complementary distribution between NIs and sentential negation markers in the preverbal position (34), I assume that the (null) head of NegP1 bears an uν-EPP feature: an overt uν bearing item must occupy Spec,NegP1. Sentential negation markers in Svan are phrases inserted in Spec NegP1 as the last resort to satisfy this feature. 

				I assume that NegP2 is only merged when there is material to move into its specifiers. Therefore, its EPP requirement is automatically satisfied, which explains the absence of postverbal sentential negation markers.

				To show that Svan negation markers are indeed phrases rather than heads, the test from Merchant (2006) can be used. Namely, at least some 13 of these markers can combine with the wh-phrase imʁa ‘why’ 

				
					13.	Although some of the markers are not attested in this combination, e.g. ma:m, they are otherwise distributionally identical to other negation markers, so we can conclude that they have the same phrasal status.
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				to form ‘why not.’ As Merchant has argued, this is only possible in languages where negation markers are phrasal.

				The analysis I have proposed makes a correct prediction that a chain of NPIs may not appear without a negative marker in the structure (36). 

				The structure in (36) can come about in two ways. First, no NIs can be present in the enumeration (36a). Second, all the NIs can be evacuated from Spec,NegP1 to Spec,NegP2 at Step 3 of the derivation (36b). Both possibilities are ruled out by the uν-EPP feature of the head Neg10.

				Indeed, if no NIs are present in the numeration, the uν-EPP feature of the head Neg10 will ensure the appearance of an overt negative marker. I assume that it is then realized on the highest NPI as negative morphology. 

				If NIs are present in the numeration, the same feature prevents the evacuation of all NIs from Spec,NegP1 to Spec,NegP2 at Step 3. (Specifically in (36b), demgwaš ‘nothing’ would have been moved to Spec,NegP2.) If all the NIs move, the feature will remain unsatisfied.

				To recapitulate, the analysis I propose consists of the following ingredients:

				Negative semantics is contributed by a null operator with interpretable [iNeg] feature, as in the original proposal of Zeijlstra’s.

				Svan has two dedicated projections whose specifiers host N(P)Is.

				The verb undergoes head movement into the lower of these projections, NegP1.

				The movement of N(P)Is into Spec,NegP1 is governed by a dedicated system of features. 

				Sentential negation markers in Svan are phrases that are spelled out to satisfy an appropriate EPP feature of the head Neg10.

				A postverbal chain of N(P)Is arises by movement of N(P)Is from Spec,NegP1 into the specifiers of a higher projection, NegP2, and a subsequent movement of NegP1 into a yet higher position in the clause.

				Superiority considerations ensure that the order of N(P)Is in Spec,NegP2 is the same as in Spec,NegP1.
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				Admittedly, this account leaves many open questions solving which will require further extensive fieldwork. These include the factors involved in the choice between negative markers, the internal structure of negative items themselves, and intervention of functional items in negative chains.

				6. Conclusion 

				In this paper, I provided a description and a sketch of an analysis of the negation system in Upper Bal Svan. This language employs both non-strict negative concord and negative polarity item licensing in its negative dependencies, which, together with idiosyncratic restrictions on the linear position of NIs and NPIs gives rise to what looks like a very typologically unusual system. 

				To analyze this system, I have adopted the general lines of the proposal of Zeijlstra (2004). I assume that the negative semantics in a clause is contributed by a null operator situated high in the structure, while overt negative items, which agree with this operator, carry semantically uninterpretable features. The analysis sketched here posits the existence of two NegPs in Svan. The movement of N(P)Is into the multiple specifiers of these projections is driven by a dedicated set of features.

				The description and the analysis proposed here are clearly preliminary. Extensive additional fieldwork is needed to arrive at a more detailed account of this extremely complex system.

			

		

	
		
			
			

		

	
		
			
			

		

		
			
				2.The morphonemics of verbal prefixes in Megrelian 1

				Rusudan Gersamia

				Ilia State University

				1. Introductory information and some basic facts about Megrelian 

				Alongside with Georgian, Svan and Laz, the Megrelian language forms the Kartvelian languages branch. Megrelian is divided into two dialects: the dialect of Zugdidi-Samurzakano (ZS) and of Senaki-Martvili (SM). The difference between the dialects is manifested in phonetic, 

				
					1.	This paper is dedicated to Professor Lea Nash.It follow the Leipzig glossing conventions with the following additions/exceptions: AFF – Affirmative, AOR – Aorist, EVD1 – Evidential, IMPF – Imperfect(ive), NV – Neutral Version, O – Object (dO / Y1 - Direct object, indO / Y2 – Indirect object), OV – Objective Version, PM – Paradigm marker, PRV – Preverb, POT1 – Potential, QP – Question particle, R – Root, S / X - Subject, SM – Senakian-Martvilian dialect, SPRS – Superessive, SV – Subjective Version, SUF – Suffix, THM – Thematic, V – Verb, ZS – Zugdidi-Samurzakano, [=] – clitic, [ ] –Reconstructed morpheme /suffixes, [:] – Division of a major category, [/] – Alternative version/ allomorphs, () – Implied morpheme, [*] – reconstructed diachronic form.
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				morphonemic and lexical peculiarities, as well as differences in intonation (Kipshidze 2014; Kartozia et al. 2010; Kiria et al. 2015). 

				The dialectal division of the Megrelian language is significant for our further discussion, as the morphonemics of Megrelian verbal prefixes is different, depending on morphonemic peculiarities of dialects or the sequence of phonemes in which certain morphemes are represented in this or that dialect: either completely i.e. in the form of original morphemes, or in allomorphs which are already transformed phonemic variants. It should be noted that dialectal forms differ in the phonemic inventory of morphemes since phonetic processes occur differently in dialects. As a result of certain phonemic transformations, syntagmatically incompatible consonants are placed together. This is what forms a basis for the transformation of non-canonical clusters into canonical ones. Therefore, problems of segmentation and their further annotation are viewed differently in different dialects; hence, the solutions of these problems are also different.

				The present paper addresses only verbal prefixes and focuses on concrete issues related to their morphemic segmentation and annotation. It demonstrates how a phonemic process may override an original sequence of morphemes, their ordered syntagmatics so that the original phonemic inventory of a morpheme may not appear either in the surface structure of final forms or totally, may either be an outcome of fusion or be eliminated, as a result of which segmentation rules should necessarily be revised for the sake of morphologically correct parsing and annotation.

				The paper is aimed at not establishing new phonemic rules, but rather, by way of applying existing rules, at finding out how phonetic processes influence morphology, how morphonemics is significant for a prefixal sequence of a verb, and how a resulting form looks like, what difficulties occur in the process of morphemic segmentation and morphemic glossing. 

				The present study is based on descriptive data of Megrelian; some morphonemic processes are accounted for from the standpoint of diachronic linguistics since they are associated with the search for original morphemes; I also compare data from both (ZS, SM) dialects of Megrelian very well demonstrating an original phonemic composition of morphemes which is particularly relevant for accounting for fusion at a morpheme boundary. 

				Alongside with narrative sources, empirical data were checked with Megrelian-speaking informants during linguistic fieldwork in various dialectal areas of the region of Samegrelo.
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				2. An overview of the phonology, phonotactics and morphotactics of Megrelian

				i) The phonology and syllable structure of Megrelian. The phonological system of Megrelian distinguishes between the classes of vowels and consonants, and a vowel phoneme is capable of making up a syllable in all permissible positions. 

				Megrelian phonotactics allows maximum four elements in the sequence of consonantal clusters. Their structuring is based on estab-lished rules, namely, with regard to consonants of a, b, c, d type:

				Set a: r n (Liquids); Set b: d t t’ dz ts ts’ j č č’ z s, ž š (Coronal obstruents) ;Set c: g k k’ gh x q (Back obstruents); Set d: v (Labiodental). 

				It is possible to select consonants of different types in a sequence, consonants of certain type may be ommitted, but it is impossible to select even two phonemes of the same type and place them in a sequence; 2 clusters pertaining to the aforementioned type are considered canonical (Gudava & Gamkrelidze 1981:204; Harris 1991:317-319, 322). Labial consonants b p p’ m do not fall within the given scheme as far as they do not occur in the clusters deductable from the aforementioned pattern; they are thus referred to as non-canonical clusters (Gudava & Gamkrelidze 1981:208). The issue of significant, as major portion of verbal prefixal morphemes or allomorphs (especially allomorphs functioning as person markers) consist of the labial phonemic inventory. Sequences of syntagmatically incompatible consonants on the boundary between morphemes (conditioned in most cases by the contraction of vowels and, more rarely, by the contraction of consonants) are transformed into phonologically canonical sequences, yielding positional allomorphs (for details see iii) morpho-phonological processes in verbal prefixes) (Gudava & Gamkrelidze, 1981). 

				The convention established for consonant morphotactics is in effect both for the phonemic constitution of a morpheme and for the entire verb structure, although with constraints since additional phonological regularities occur for a morpheme boundary. 

				Megrelian has a fixed structure of root and affixes, and there are fixed rules of their interaction in the syntagmatic chain of morphemes 

				
					2.	The only restriction in the sequence refers to the model “ad” (rv, nv) (Gudava & Gamkrelidze 1981:204). 
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				(Gudava & Gamkrelidze 1981; Haris 1991; Boeder 2005; Lomia & Gersamia 2012). 

				For the sake of further analysis, it is essential to discuss the phonetic structure of morphemes. Based on general, universal rules of suffixation, in Megrelian, the word structure corresponds to the structure of the root and the syllable. 

				The universal rule has been established for the Kartvelian languages, and Megrelian among them: if, in a certain language, the canonical form of the root is represented in an open syllable (CV), affixes have the same form, and the resulting word-form is a combination of open syllables: CV-CV... However, if, in a certain language, the canonical form of the root is represented in a closed syllable (CVC), the form of a suffixal morpheme is also a closed syllable (-VC), and the resulting word-form represents a closed structure: CVC-VC“ (Melikishvili 1980:59). The morphonemic form and the structure of the syllable are compatible (Lomashvili 2015). 

				The aforementioned principle is preserved in the resulting verbal word-form in the Megrelian language. Below I present a structure of Megrelian verbal prefixes where all morphemes are realized in their basic form, that is a full-fledged vowel, a non-contracted one: 

				The universal rule is true for Slots 3-7; however, the morphemes of Slots 1 and 2, independently being of the V and V structures, make up a syllable sequentially. It is true that the rule “syllable = morpheme” is violated, although the syllable sequence is retained (Gudava & Gamkrelidze 1981:239) (see also 12c, 12d, 12e).

				ii) The morphotactics of verbal prefixes. The Kartvelian languages are agglutinative, Megrelian being considered as the most agglutinative one. 3 This implies the following: allomorphs of morphemes in Megrelian are automatic; 4 therefore, their segmentation is simple. 

				
					3.	Agglutination index has been calculated based on J. Greenberg’s (Greenberg 1960) quantitative method of calculation of agglutination/fusion of language: Svan - 0.32, Modern Georgian - 0.41, Old Georgian - 0.44, Laz - 0.54, Megrelian - 0.58 (Melikishvili 2010:91).

					4.	For establishing agglutination/fusionality J. Greenberg suggested the index A/J, where A is a number of automatic morphemes and J equals the number of morpheme junctures. A morpheme is automatic whose allomorphs are distributed automatically, without exception rules. The higher the agglution 
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				In the agglutinative chain of morphemes, affixes are monofunctional, that is, the relationship between grammatical semantics and the form is direct. This increases the number of morphemes in a verb structure. The morphemic system of Megrelian is regular. The basic phonemic process is synharmonism, where the pitch of a root vowel defines the vocalization of suffixes (Melikishvili 2010:90). In the prefixal sequences of the Megrelian verb structure, assimilation processes are progressive and regressive—directed towards the anlaut of the verb structure, contact, and distant, full and partial (Kipshidze 1914; Kartozia et al. 2010; Lomashvili 2015; Reseck 2015).

				Positions of morphemes are strictly defined in the structure of verbal prefixes. Verbal morphemes are placed to the right and left sides of the root (-R-). The morphosyntactic sequence of the Megrelian language in fact represents a system of prefixes and grammaticalized modal particles (Gudava & Gamkrelidze 1981), (see Table 1, Table 2).

				Morphemes of one and the same slot are syntagmatically incompatible; hence, they are never realized simultaneously, that is, each slot consists of morphemes in a complementary distrubution. Besides, the position of morphemes of different slots is syntagmatically partly resitricted being conditioned by various factors; for instance, with respect to a verb is transitive or intransitive, or pertains to which voice, or to which screeve, the surface structure of a verb represents the morphemes which are compulsory for encoding specific grammatical meanings. Different grammatical morphemes/allomorphs are represented in different semantic classes of verbs (motion/movement, possession, sense/perception, speech, cognitive, etc.). 5 

				For example, the IMPF marker tmV-/mV- may occur only with Series IV forms of the Present and those based on the Present (1) (2), and not with Series II and Series III forms since the screeves for the these Series encode only perfect; besides, its use has been restricted by its semantics, as it occurs only in the class of verbs only referring to motion/movement, and by the presence of the morpheme of Slot -5, since it occurs only after spatial preverbs (see (1), (2)).

				
					index is, the higher the number of automatic morphemes. Based on this criterion, Georgian and Svan are on the one side while Megrelian and Laz are on the other, since there is an assumption that Svan is predominantly inflectional language (see Machavariani 1963:145) and Georgian too shows some fusional character (Melikishvili 2010).

					5.	For the semantics of motion see Kobalava & Gersamia 2020.
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				For instance, morphemes of Slots -6 and -7 are never realized simultaneously, with the exception of cases when they denote specific semantics. Not grammatically but logically it is impossible to assume a simultaneous occurrence of the modalities of negation and affirmation; however, it is enexpected that the aforementioned constraint is devoid in rhetorical interrogative constructions (Kipshidze 1914; Gudava & Gamkrelidze 1981; Gersamia 2017; Kobalava & Gersamia 2020) and “the uncombinable” do combine (Rostovtsev-Popiel 2011) whereby the affirmative meaning is an outcome of the use of an affirmative particle (3).

				iii) The morpho-phonological processes of verbal prefixes. The order of morphemes within a structural arrangement of the Megrelian verb is fixed (for exceptions see the metathesis of person markers). When morphemes, derived in accordance of the principle of the canonical phonotactics, are in immediate contact, phonetic processes get activated only when non-canonical phonemic sequences co-occur; such co-occurrences may be caused by a number of factors, among them by an omision of a certain morpheme, optional for a verb pattern, and by immediate contacts of morphemes of different slots. 

				The above-mentioned changes are anticipated on the boundary of every morpheme, whereas the resulting word-form represents a sequence constructed based on the principle of sound homogeneity, in which phonotactics neglects morphotactics and there is no transparent boundary between the morphemes. On the other hand, some slots are left for non-canonical clusters at morpheme boundaries; however, such clusters tend to become canonical. Patterns, consisting of canonical and non-canonical phonemic sequences at boundaries of verbal prefixal morphemes, co-exist as parallel dialect variants within Megrelian. 

				Below I discuss phonetic processes taking place at boundaries of verbal prefixal morphemes such as: contraction of vowels pertaining to functionally different morphemes, vowel coalescence, assimilation of consonants, metathesis of consonants, palatalization of consonants. 
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				 6 6 7  7 

				 (a) Contraction of vowels. In the structure of verbal prefixes, strong contraction of vowels is a peculiar feature for ZS as different from SM. In ZS, contracted prefixal morphemes are virtually exceptionless, whereas, in SM, the basic pleophony of morphemes has been retained. 8 

				(4) displays that the original diachronic form of the verb-form vamts’mga-dg-ine (prf-R-suf), meaning “You will not get up,” is *vamits’omoga-dg-ine (4a). The example represents the structure of prefixes of the given verb prior to (4a) and following the contraction (4b). The sequence of morphemes does not change following the contraction; what changes is the phonemic structure of morphemes, hence, the structure of syllables as parts of prefixes. 

				
					6.	In (Harris 1991), morphemes of Slot -5 (in our case, those of Slot -6) are referred to as “Status.”

					7.	In traditional terminology, “version:” subject version (SV), object version (OV), neutral version (NV).

					8.	Contraction conditions “two styles of procunciation” (T. Gudava), that is, two distinct types of articulation in Megrelian dialects. The contraction of vowels or narrowing of rounded vowles (i > ə, u > ə) causes the short pronunciation of forms in ZS, unlike SM which is charcaterized by pleophony (Gudava 1975).
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				Generally, Megrelian allows for the contraction of vowel phonemes of all morphemes although not simultaneously. It has been suggested that vowelspertainig to innitial and final morphemes are retained 9 (based on my observations, a vowels of the initial syllable is contracted as well; see Analysis of Data). Contraction of vowels causes the emergence of adjacent consonant clusters; even phonotactically non-canonical clusters may occur between them, and this will signal the activation of phonetic processes pertaining to the following stage until the establishment of an ultimate sequence of phonemes. Such consonant clusters assume a vowel morpheme, having been doomed to the zero due to the contraction; therefore, such clusters are ‘potential clusters’ which are capable of recovering a vowel (Gudava & Gamkrelidze 1981:243).

				(b) Vowel coalescence. There are six vowels in Megrelian: /a/ /e/ /i/ /o/ /u/ and /ə/- a schwa, obtained as a result of the narrowing of the vowels /o/ and /u/. The schwa occurs in phonemic positions where the vowels /i/ and /u/ are anticipated (Gudava 1969). In some Megrelian texts (Beridze 1920; Khubua 1937)), /ā/ /ē/ /ī/ /ū/ are presented with the mark of length. The length of vowels is phonemically irrelevant in Megrelian; a long vowel “equals two vowels and does not represent a separate phoneme” (Gudava 1975:361). In a number of texts (Tsagareli 1880); Kipshidze 1914; Gudava 1975; Danelia & Tsanava 1991), such long vowels are recorded as the sequences: /aa/, /ee/, /ii/, /uu/. 

				Double vowels are found on the boundary between morphemes when an original morpheme is phonemically transformed and is located beside a functional vowel prefix; out of the adjacent two identical vowels, each is a phonemic inventory comprising different morphemes. Therefore, they are two vowels having emerged at the boundary of prefixes, their functional relevance being different. The process is strictly preserved in SM. However, in ZS, this phenomenon is simplified and represented in one vowel. In ZS, a sequence of vowels is simplified in all cases. This process is not restricted by the significance of a morpheme as a cluster of 

				
					9.	Except the instances when the vowel i- occurs as a morpheme of Slot -1 in a morpho-syntactic sequence of prefixes of a verb-form. For general rules of contraction see Gudava & Gamkrelidze 1981; Lomashvili 2015. 
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				specific phonemic content. Vowels co-occur when an allomorph of Slot -2 is omitted, and a vocalic part of a morpheme pertaining to Slots 3-7 comes across a morpheme of Slot -1 being represented only by a vowel prefix. 

				Extant rules of vowel contraction and assimilation in Megrelian, both at a morpheme boundary and within a morpheme, have been analyzed in Kipshidze (1914) and Gudava (1975), and finally collated in Gudava & Gamkrelidze (1981:241) (see Table 4); individual details were also specified in later publications (see Kartozia et al. 2010; Lomia & Gersamia 2012; Lomashvili 2015; Reseck 2015). 

				Table 5 is a copied version of Table 4 demonstrating permissible and restricted vowel combinations, on the one hand, and outcomes of phonetic transformations occurring as coincidences of vocalic elements of morphemes, on the other. For instance, in Table 5 below we can see that the high vowels /i/ and /u/ are not changed when followed by other vowels. They are simplified only when they occur in a succession. In the same table, we can see that the sequence /eu/ is stable and is never transformed. 

				(c) Assimilation of person markers. Person markers are morphemes of Slot -2 pertaining to C structure; they occur in their basic form only if vowel prefixes of Slot -1 are present in a verb structure:
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				The preposition of the rounded vowels /o/ and /u/ is a deviation from the rule (for details see 4.1).

				Omission of the functional vowels of Slot -1 causes a person marker’s (Slot -2) immediate contact with an anlaut consonant of the verb root which in its turn causes the assimilation of a person morpheme and its tranformation based on the principle of homogeneity. 

				There are the same rules of transformation for the clusters v+C and m+C which are non-canonical phonotactically (see Table 6).

				However, the rule is in effect in its full guise only in ZS (6b), (7b), while, in SM, predominantly basic forms have been retained (6a), (7a), this being once again conditioned by a morphological factor, specifically, a tendency to retain basic forms of highly functional indicators (Gudava & Gamkrelidze 1981). The retention of the morphemes v-/m- at a morpheme boundary is made possible at the expense of an articulation pause; in pronunciation, they are split from the following base morphemes. 

				 (d) Metathesis of person markers. An option for the transformation of the clusters v+C and m+C is the metathesis of the basic morphemes v/m. The morphemes alter their positions moving either into a stem, thus becoming infixes, or between the basic morpheme and the vowel /i/ pertaining to Slot -1.

				The first rule is in effect with roots pertaining to CVC structures and resulting in: v/m-C1VC2 > C1V-v/m-C2 (8a-b), (9a-b). This operation will be followed by the rule of assimilation implying the transformation of person morphemes in accordance with the principle of homogeneity with C2 (8b), (9b). 
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				Another rule of the metathesis of the 1st person morpheme is only about the v- (S1), transforming the sequence v-i-C into the i-v-C. a necessary morpho-phonemic condition for this transformation is the occurrence of the allomorph i-, either a Subjective version (10) or Passive (11) marker pertaining to Slot -1, in a verb-form. The basic arrangement is displayed in (10a) and (11a); the person morpheme has become an infix in (10b) and (11b). After becoming adjacent to a radical consonant, the assimilation rule is activated; the outcomes are displayed in (10c) and (11c). 

				All examples are synchronically attested data. (10a-b) and (11a-b) are the variants plausible in SM, while (10c) and (11c) are the only forms of ZS which in turn may be assumed dialectal variants of SM. 

				A brief description of metadata/glossing conventions. Within the framework of one of the projects, we have pursued a linguistic investigation which comprised processing of material for the electronic corpus of Megrelian texts, namely, recording of Megrelian texts based on the IMG standard. 10 Finally, we processed 50 texts, comprising 2163 sentences and far more verbs. All Sentences are recorded in interlinear, taking into consideration the following metadata:

				L1 – Recording of texts based on IPA standard

				L2 – Records of morphemic segmentation

				L3 – Annotation of morphemes (based on LGR, IMT standards)

				L4 - POS annotation

				
					10.	2009-2012. Scientific project “Electronic Corpus of Megrelian Texts,” funded by Shota Rustaveli National Science Foundation, #049-08.
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				Analysis of large datasets exposed problems associated with those of the segmentation of morphemes represented in the surface structure of a verb: semantic notion of the surface structure, the meaning of a stem has been retained. 

				3. Synchronic and diachronic aspects of phonetic processes and dialect variation

				 Alongside the phonetic processes, established as a result of the historical development of Megrelian and requiring a diachronic approach in analysis, ZS and SM, the dialects of Megrelian, preserve the vital phonetic processes existing in parallel as synchronic data of the language. For example, a) a large part of verbal prefixal morphemes occur in their complete phonetic structure, inclusing vowels, in SM, while, in ZS, verbal prefixes are characterized by the ultimate reduction of vowels; b) While ZS is characterized by the vowel coalescence at a morpheme boundary, the same process is rare in SM; therefore, there are long variants of vowels in it; c) While, in ZS, the processes of assimilation and metathesis are strong, in SM, the phonemic structure and ordering of basic morphemes has been essentially retained; forms, derived from these distinctions, are synchronically used as dialectal variants in these varieties; on the other hand, variation may also be within a single dialect.

				The morpho-phonemic arrangement of verbal prefixes, which is a dialectal form in SM, should be assumed as a ponit of departure for ZS. Hence, data pertaining to SM are less deviated from historical ones; therefore, a path of the diachronic reconstructions passes through form pertaining to SM. 

				The aforementioned question will be discussed based on an example. (12a) and (12b) are synchronically attested variants within SM. In (12a), all morphemes are retained in their basic forms, unlike (12b) in which the phoneme /g/, included in a preverb, and the O2 marker /g/ are contracted dissimilatively, whereas (12c) is a variant yielded as a result of the further phonetic simplification in ZS where the preverbial palatal g- keeps on narrowing and turns into y: g > i > y (y+ts’o-) or the the vowel /i/, following the /g/, is contracted (g+ts’o-); as for the O2 marker, it turns into y in the same way: g > i > y. 
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				The phonetic simplification of morpho-structures is finalized in (12c) in which the compulsory marker of O2 is not represented on the surface; more precisely, it is represented by a zero allomorph.

				On the other hand, (12a-c) displays a sequence of gradual phonetic changes at morpheme boundaries: (12a) > (12b) > (12c). Thus, for (12c), a basic form is (12a). 

				As the examples demonstrate, phonetic operations modify the syllable structure in (12c) as far as the vowels were transformed into consonants (12d). This is a case when a structure of syllables does not coincide with a structure of morphemes. 

				However, this is not the only way to modify a syllable structure; the language opts for another strategy as well, specifically, it segmentates a preverbal vowel retaining a preverbal consonant (12e); in (12d) and (12e), the results are the same phonotactically. 

				4. Analysis of data 

				Morphemes and identification of the boundary between morphemes  

				Morphemic segmentation and annotation of verbal constructions are related to numerous problems, because, as it was mentioned above, phonemic processes taking place at the boundary between morphemes often make accurate segmentation impossible, which, in its turn, complicates glossing.

				As verb prefixes are, in most cases, represented by more than one phonemic inventory, the consonant is retained after phonemic transformations. More problems appear at the boundary of functional prefixes of a monophonemic structure (person markers of the C structure as well as the V structure). In general, person markers are very unstable with respect to maintaining their phonemic inventory and position.
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				4.1 Phonetic transformation of person morphemes

				1st person morpheme. In the Megrelian language the verb changes according to subject and object, hence, the structure is either subjective or objective. Both the subjective and objective persons have their markers in the verb, represented by prefixal morphemes (Kipshidze 1914; Kartozia et al. 2010; Kiria et al. 2015). If the vocalic prefixes of Slot -1 are not realized in the morphemic sequence, or if they are contracted, the basic person markers v- (1S) and m- (1O) are transformed in accordance with the sound homogeneity principle, due to an immediate contact between anlaut consonants. They are thus represented by the positional allomorphs: v- [b- /p- /p’- /m-/Ø-], m- [b- /p- /p’- /v- ] (for details see above iii) (c)). Allomorphs are identical as inventories; however, the order is distinguishable since argument structures aligned with verbs are different (see (8b), (9b)). 

				Positions of person marker morphemes in the sequence of verb prefixes are unstable and subject to metathesis, that is, they turn into infixes and are placed inside the stem, or exchange positions with the vowel prefix of Slot -1, this also destroying the morphonemic of the morpheme syntagmatics (for details see above iii) (d)).

				In the position preceding the rounded vowels /o/ and /u/, the subject marker is represented as a zero allomorph. There is a phonemic rule according to which, when preceding the labial vowel /u/, the dental-labial sound v- is lost and represented by a zero. The rule is exceptionless; the v -is more stable when preceding the vowel /o/; however, in ZM it tends to be deleted. (13a) is a complete representation of a sequence of morphemes, and (13b) displays that the v- is deleted in this position, resulting in the occurrence of a double identical vowel /oo/; further disimmilated as (oo >uo), (13c) displays an ultimately phonetically transformed sequence not representing the 1st person morpheme on its surface. (13a) and (13c) are synchronically used dialect variants, while (13b) is a reconstructed gradual form.

				The deletion of the 1st person morpheme in the position preceding the /u/ is displayed in (14a-d); (14a) is a basic form in which the S1 morpheme v- is represented in a pre-vocalic position. The 
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				example displays only a diachronically reconsstructed datum; after the v- deletion, at the boundary between morphemes there appears the sequence /ou/ consisting of different functional elements (Sequence (14b)). As a result of assimilation, later this sequence transforms into the sequence /uu/ (14c). At the next stage, identical vowels, having emerged within a sequence, occur in a coalesced way, with a single consonant (14d):11 11

				With the exception of (14a), all other examples (14b, 14c, 14d) coincide with the second person form in which the second subjective person is unmarked. The homoforms occur, the distinction between which can only be made morphosyntactically, by means of corresponding personal pronouns or actants (14e, 14f); the interlinear glosses of these two forms are also identical. For the sake of correct annotation, in order to make morphemic information comprehensible, it is necessary to record a person zero allomorph in a prefixal sequence; 

				A morpheme disappears due to phonotactics resulting in a homoform entity, while a distinction in meaning comes to be dependent on discourse. Without recording, (14e) does not provide information about the person of the verb form, unlike example (14f), for which absence of the marker is natural, as far as the 2nd person is unmarked, as different from the first person form which, following corresponding 

				
					11.	I have asterisked all basic and meanwhile historically reconstructed forms, patterns in which allomorphs are represented with their complete phonemic structures and sequential morphotactics. As for dialectal variants, as synchronically attested data, I provide abbreviated designations of the dialects in the parentheses: (ZS), (SM).

				

			

		

		
			[image: ]
		

		
			[image: ]
		

		
			[image: ]
		

		
			[image: ]
		

	
		
			
				52	Building on Babel’s Rubble 

			

		

		
			[image: ]
		

		
			
			

		

		
			
				phonemic transformations, becomes similar to the second person form. Insertion of basic forms in the brackets may ensure informative recording.

				ii) 2nd person morpheme. The same solution may be found with respect to the recording of the zero allomorph of the second objective person (Slot -2) in the interlinear glossing. In (15a), the allomorph of O2 is represented as a zero, this being caused by a vowel morpheme from Slot-1 initially by means of the process of palatalization (g- > y-), and later by means of dissimilative loss (y- > Ø-); cf. the basic form of the same meaning (15b) in which all prefixal morphemes are present.

				The resulting form, obtained as a result of transformation g > Ø, is homonymous with the passive form of the subjective order, which is different with regard to actants as well as glossed recording (15c); meanwhile, in (15c) “non-contracted sequence of vowels is a kind of signal of functioning of a person marker in its zero form” (Gudava & Gamkrelidze 1981:223); 

				The above examples are systematically revealed in the prefixal chain of the Megrelian verb. In the glosses, without marking the zero morphemes it is impossible to distinguish these recordings from those of unmarked forms. Compare (15a) and (15c); such examples do not provide precise morphemic information. Homoforms, occurring in oral speech, are distinguished morphosyntactically, according to arguments and their cases aligned with a verb.

				Prefixal allomorphs emerging as a result of CV > C. The section discusses the morphonemic changes occurring within a prefixal structure of a verb during the contact of the morphemes of the CV phonemic structure (Slot -7, -6, -5, -3) with those of the V phonostructure (Slot -1). Following phonemic transformations, a prefixal element of the CV structure loses a vocalic inventory and becomes monoconsonantal.

				Phonetic transformations of vowels as constituents of prefixes have been comprehensively discussed in Lomashvili (2015) and Reseck (2015). I am concerned with the morphonemic picture following 
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				the transformations, with which functional elements are represented on the surface, with whether fusion of morphemes occurs, with whether morphemes of the CV structure are simplified due to dissimilation and become monophonemic. 12

				Below I will discuss some typical examples of the encounter of the morphemes of Slots -4, -5, -6, -7 with those of Slot -1. 

				If, within a verbal pattern, simple preverbs (go-, do-) 13 and vowel prefix morphemes (Slot -1) occur in a boundary position, a fusional vowel will appear within a phonetically transformed final form which may simultaneously belong to a preverb and be one of the morphemes of Slot -1; a sequence of homogenous vowels is retained in SM dialect, as it is illustrated in (16a) and (16b). 

				(16a) illustrates the morphonemic transformations following the encounter of the rounded vowel of a simple preverb with the prefixal element of the passive circumfix o- -u, till the finally resulting form.

				(16b) illustrates the morphonemic transformations following the encounter of the rounded vowel of a simple preverb with the prefixal element of the causative circumfix o- -ap, till the finally resulting form.

				Analyses of similar examples show that, in the vicinity of the rounded /o/, all functional vowels (a-, i-. o-, u-) from Slot -1 are transformed phonetically; see also (14a-14f). 

				The same rule is in effect with the morphemes of the CV phonostructure of Slots -5 and -6, which are historically grammaticalized enclitics in the Megrelian verb.

				
					12.	MS – Morphological structure; PhS – Phonetic structure.

					13.	The aforementioned is not true with the deictic preverbs ge-, me-, mi-, mo-.
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				Generally, affirmative is characterized by the instability of a vowel, and, based on the established rule, its phonation depends on that of morphemes placed to the left of a root; hence, the ko-, with the original vowel, occurs with various ones (Kipshidze 1914; Gudava & Gamkrelidze 1981; Kartozia et al. 2010; Kiria et al. 2015); however, when in contact with functional elements of Slot -1, the structure of affirmative becomes monoconsonantal in ZS.

				(17a) illustrates the morphonemic transformation following the encounter of the vocalic inventory of the affirmative and the passive marker -i: *ko-i > ki-i > k-i; in (17b), the u- is an objective versionizer; in (17c), the a- is a prefixal element of the Potentialis circumfix o- -ap; in the Resultative form of ZS, affirmative is monoconsonantal, and the following vowel is fusional. Functions of the morphemes of Slot -1 have been retained. 

				Vowel phonemes, having occurred as a result of phonetic transformations, should be considered functional elements in order to allow the surface structure of a verb adequately reflect its deep semantic structure.

				Within a linear structure of a verb, the negative particle va-, which is a morpheme pertaining to Slot -6, may appear in contact both with vowel prefixes of Slot -1 and with the simple preverb e- (Slot -4), or with derivational preverbs (Kobalava & Gersamia 2020) including the simple e- (e-la, e-k’o, e-ts’o, e-ts’a); in such a case, the same rule is in effect as it was with the ko-; in a resulting word-form, a negative particle is monoconsonantal, and a following vowel is fusional – a morpheme of functional relevance. In (18a), it is a preverb; in (18b), it 
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				is a prefixal element of the circumfix marking potential, in (18c) – that of causative, and, in (18d) – that of passive. 

				For (18d), the sequence *va-i- is basic, reflecting the coincidence of constituent phonemes of passive and negative particle; the sequence is sustainable, that is, the O2 allomorph is dropped, i.e. there is the process g > Ø: in the form va-i-rd-u “You have not grown it,” the prefix i- is an applicative, an Objective versionizer; whenever the same i- is a Subjective versionizer, that is, encodes possession by a subject, a morphonemic transformation takes place when a negative particle and it get in contact, and a resulting vowel is fusional: (18e)

				The prefixal part of the evidential circumfix n- -e too has a CV phonemic structure: no-, inflecting Series IV forms in the conjugation paradigm of the Megrelian verb. The distribution of the no- with vowel prefixes pertaining to Slot -1 has been rather restricted as far as the morphological categories marked by morphemes of Slot -1 are not distinguished morphemically in Series IV (causative being as exception); this yields in homonymy, coincidence in form. Their meanings are distinguished morphosyntactically, by means of argument structures and their cases: no-rdu-e X(S3:NOM) is passive, and no-rdu-e X(S3:NOM) Y(O3:DAT) is active. 

				In all the aforementioned examples and other similar cases, the following vocalic prefix should be considered as another functional element due to the high degree of abstraction of the morpheme and its functional load. 
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				Slot -0/-R – Phonetic transformation of a radical morpheme; zero root. The present study si aimed at the morphemic segmentation of verbs and their glosses, also focusing on the segmentation and morphemic annotation of contracted radical morphemes and verb forms containing such roots. 

				19a-c, representing stages of a phonemic transformation of morphemes, manifests phonemic processes taking place at the boundary of a person marker (Slot -2), root (Slot -0), and suffixal morpheme (paradigm marker) (the morpheme of Slot -1 is not realized by the surface structure of a verb). The resulting word-form develops after the phonemic transformation of the suffixal morpheme.

				In the basic form (19a), at the boundary between the S1 marker and the root, the phonemic transformation involves assimilative glottalization of the person marker [v-] due to its adjacency with the hard phoneme /ʡ/ of the root anlaut: v > p.’ As a result, at the following stage, we have two hard consonants in adjacency (19b): [-p’- ʡ-]. At this stage, the phonemic inventory still represents independent morphemes:

				During the contact between two hard consonants, one is lost due to dissimilation: p’ʡ > p’ (19c). As a result, the vocalic element of the root /i/ and the following suffixal morpheme are retained. In these examples, the latter is represented by the Second Subjunctive marker. 

				In (19c), segmentation of morphemes is still possible, unlike (19d) in which two subsequent similar vowels, yet, morphemes of different function, are combined: ii > i. Finally, for the verb form ko-p’-i, it is hard to carry out segmentation and morphemic annotation, as the suffixal -i is a fusional morpheme, performing various functions. It can serve both as a part of the root and a paradigm marker:

				This is the case only with respect to the first person form. In the second and third person forms, morphemes are retained in their original form: ko-ʡ-i, ko-ʡ-u.
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				(19d) may be interpreted differently, i.e. if we aim to retain the agglutinative verb pattern and represent each morpheme separately, we should view either the root or the paradigm marker as a zero allomorph.

				5. Results and discussion 

				Usage of an agglutinative stem as of a structural unity (which is a necessary condition for a process of communication) becomes possible owing to the mutual compatibility of phonemic and semantic structures of items incorporated in a sequence of morphemes. Morphemes, as components of a unitary stem, are subject to strict phonotactic transformations in effect in the language, presenting a sequence itself as a unity which can be assumed structurally.

				Morphonemic changes are conditioned, on the one hand, by a necessity of transforming non-canonical consonant clusters into canonical ones, and, on the other, by rules of vowel contraction comprising several stages until a final, resulting form, being based on various phonemic changes (vowel contraction, assimilation, dissimilation, metathesis, palatalization, consonant deletion, emergence of obligatory sounds, etc.). Phonetic transformations may yield in an intermediary result and may pertain to one dialect, while a final result may pertain to another; this is what allows for observing a sequential linguistic process and its diachronic analysis. 

				In the prefixal system of the Megrelian verb, phonotactics does not count with morphotactics; the arrangement of morphemes in a surface structure is considerably modified due to the segmentation which becomes more complicated. Generally, it has been assumed that, in Distributional Morphology, phonemic rules may override meanings of morphemes on the surface so that the meaning of a basic stem may not be assumed. Phonemic rules may obscure the derivation of surface forms from underlying representations and that the meaning of preverbal markers may not be retained as a result of these changes (Halle & Marantz 1993). A basic form is destructured; even a syllabic structure is modified if gradual phonemic processes influence the number of vowels (cf. for instance, 12a and 12d-e).

				Based on the analyzed examples, in the syntagmatic arrangements of prefixes, morphemes of various slots begin influencing each other when they come into immediate contact, being conditioned, on the one hand, by omission of morphemes of a certain slot in a sequence of verbal affixes, and by the contraction of vowel inventories of morphemes, on the other. 
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				Gradually, assimilation and dissimilation of vowels are directed from the root leftwards, towards the word anlaut. This happens when, for instance, the metathesis of functional consonants, person markers is progressive and directed towards the radical morpheme, or splits the root and moves to its middle: (14b) and (14c). 

				Vowel morphemes of Slot -1, influencing CV morphemes of Slots -4, -5, -6, -7 regressively towards the anlaut, deem them to a monoconsonantal structure (even within a derivative preverb, consisting of a simple preverb and a locative particle, a morpheme is phonetically simplified at the expense of vowel elimination), following which there occurs an articulatorily cluster, through a phonotactically acceptable sound sequence. 

				As a result of complex and gradual transformations, the number of zero morphemes and allomorphs grows, subsequently causing the ambiguity of forms, emergence of at least two identical forms and those with different grammatical meanings in the surface structure (see 15b-f). The aforementioned tendency is systemic in Megrelian and is associated with prefixal person markers and even radical morphemes. A zero allomorph occurs a) as a first person morpheme in a boundary position with a rounded vowel (v > Ø); b) as an O2 morpheme, the process being an outcome of a more complex gradual phonemic transformation (g > y > Ø); c) as a radical morpheme (more rarely).
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				When estimating a number of surface morphemes, it is necessary to consider outcomes of morphonemic processes. Table 7 represents the prefixal allomorphs of the Megrelian verb having occurred as a result of morphonemic transformations. 

				6. Conclusions

				Irrespective of the fact that Megrelian has the highest agglutination index among the Kartvelian languages (Megrelian - 0.58, Laz - 0.54, Georgian - 0.41, Svan - 0.32), phonemic processes and a high degree of fusionality hinders free segmentation. In certain cases, boundary signals occur at morpheme boundaries, making a process of establishing a bounday easier; the following should be assumed as such: a) non-contracted vowels in a sequence since they produce a certain phonetic signal that the morpheme is a zero one; as for contracted vowels, the degree of fusion is high; b) consonant clusters (even canonical ones), having resulted from the contraction of vowel phonemes of a morpheme; I mean that every such cluster is potentially phonated, that is, alternates with a zero, and it is easier to establish a boundary between them, if a process of morpheme fusion has not gone too far. 

				In order to enable a surface structure of a verb realistically reflect its deep semantic structure, it is necessary to reconstruct allomorphs of a morpheme which is possible a) by means of establishing their solid positions in the morpheme syntagmatics; b) by comparing dialectal forms; the basic phonemic inventory and length of vowels have been maintained in one of the dialects; this is one of the distinctive dialectal features; c) by means of reconstructing basic morphemes for the sake of establishing the phonemic inventory of an basic morpheme; d) identical forms are distinguished by means of a syntactic construction, by establishing argument structures aligned with a verb.

			

		

	
		
			
			

		

	
		
			
				3.The inheritance of verbal properties: the case of French derived-ant adjectives

				Marie Laurence Knittel

				Université de Lorraine & ATILF-CNRS

				1. Introduction 1

				This contribution raises the question of the inheritance of semantic and syntactic properties across categories, with a focus on deverbal -ant adjectives (1).

				
					1.	This article is dedicated to Léa Nash, with all my friendship. Many thanks are due to the reviewer who helped me to improve its content. The glosses follow the Leipzig glossing conventions.
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				The examples in (1) illustrate the possible readings of such adjectives. 

				In (1a), the adjective abondant ‘abundant’ describes a property, that of being profuse, which applies to the referent of the DP espèce ‘species.’ 

				By contrast, the adjectives in (1b-d) have eventive, but non-episodic values (Rainer 1999; Fábregas 2016, 2020); all of them refer to the events described by the corresponding verbs, but the events in question are not construed as having occurred on a specific occasion, located in space and time. Thus, in (1b), the use of coupant ‘sharp’ does not imply that the splinters did cut anything nor that they will, but rather that they have a disposition or ability to cause some cutting events. Similarly, tournant ‘swivel(ing)’ in (1c), refers to the possibility for the chair to swivel, but does not imply that someone ever swiveled it. As for méfiant ‘suspicious’ (1d), it describes the fact that, as a rule, wild animals demonstrate suspicion in most situations. 

				Conversely, the eventive adjective brillant ‘shining’, ‘bright’ in (1e) has episodic value; it necessarily implies the occurrence of the event described by its verbal base on a particular occasion. In other words, the stars cannot be described as shining at the reference time if they do not shine.

				The hypothesis that we will develop is that these readings are not randomly distributed, but rely on the lexical, aspectual and argumental properties of the verbs from which these adjectives are derived, and, in the case of episodic adjectives, on the nature of the -ant marker. As we will show, adjectives such as abondant ‘abundant’ (1a) and méfiant ‘suspicious’ (1d) derive from non-eventive bases, by contrast with brillant ‘shining’ (1e), tournant ‘swivel(ing)’ (1c) and coupant ‘sharp’ (1b), whose bases are eventive. As for episodicity, it stems from the inflectional value of -ant.

				This article is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews the properties of -ant adjectives; since -ant is also an inflectional verbal marker, the properties of verbal and adjectival -ant forms are compared. In Section 3, we consider the various readings of deverbal -ant adjectives in more detail, before examining in Section 4 the lexical classes and aspectual properties of the verbs involved in the derivation of these adjectives. Our observations evidence that the various values of -ant adjectives depend on the portion of verbal structure maintained in adjectival derivation (Section 5). Finally, in Section 6, we suggest a syntactic structure for each class of -ant adjective, before concluding in Section 7.
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				2. Contrasting participles and deverbal adjectives

				-ant is primarily a verbal marker of imperfective aspect, used in the formation of the so-called ‘present participle’ (2a), and in gerunds (2b), that are formally similar. 2 

				The contrasting properties of present participles and adjectives have been reviewed for French by Halmøy (1984) and Arnavielle (2003), and for English, where the same categorial ambiguity is observed, by Wasow (1977), Fabb (1984), Brekke (1988), Levin & Rappaport (1986) and Milsark (1988). The following sections discuss the situation in French. 3

				2.1. Morphosyntactic properties

				The more obvious contrasts between adjectives and present participles are agreement marking and postcopular position, exemplified in (3-4). In (3), Gender-Number agreement and postcopular position (3b) qualify aveuglant ‘blinding’ as an adjective. In such a case, aveuglant can ony have a PP complement (3c). 

				The examples in (4) illustrate the behavior of aveuglant as a verb. As mentioned just above, postcopular position is excluded ((3b) vs. (4c)), as well as agreement marking. Contrary to adjectives (3c), present participles combine with DP complements (cf. les spectateurs ‘the audience’ in (4a)) or the corresponding clitic pronouns (4b).

					

				
					2.	In modern French, gerunds are only distinguished from present participles by the use of the preposition en. 

					3.	We disregard derived nominal -ant forms, cf. étudiant ‘student’ from étudier ‘to study.’
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				Incidentally, (4c) shows that French does not use the structure [be V-ant] as a progressive marker, contrary to other Romance languages and English (see however Section 6).	

				The examples (4a-b) show present participles as heads of absolute constructions, that is, non-finite adjunct clauses that include a DP subject. Contrastively, absolute constructions with adjectival heads are more restricted; they must include a S-level adjective (Bosque 1990, Arnavielle 2003, Marín 2010), and are preferably introduced by a preposition. This is illustrated in (5). In (5a), aveuglant ‘blinding’ describes a permanent (I-level) property, and consequently cannot occur in absolute constructions, whereas tiède ‘tepid’ or bouillant ‘boiling,’ both describing transitory (S-level) properties can, in particular if the preposition une fois ‘once’ introduces the structure.

				Verbs and adjectives also contrast with respect to the complement position of sembler, paraître ‘to seem’ and devenir to become,’ available for adjectives only. Thus in (6a) gênant ‘annoying’ as an adjective occurs in such position, which is not possible when it qualifies as a verb (6b) (Wasow 1977, Levin & Rappaport 1986).

				Another contrast between verbal and adjectival -ant forms is shown in (7). 

				In (7a) étonnant is an adjective, as shown by agreement marking and the possible presence of a PP complement. In such a case, it combines with the degree maker très ‘very’ in pre-adjectival position. 
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				Conversely, if étonnant is a verb (7b), degree can only be marked by beaucoup ‘a lot’ in postverbal position.

				Consider finally the examples in (8). 

				The above examples in (8a,b) present the behavior of se méfier, a verb necessarily used with a reflexive clitic. In (8b), we can observe that the reflexive clitic is maintained with the present participle form, which is expected due to its verbal nature. In (8c) by contrast, the clitic cannot appear if méfiant is an adjective instead of a verb.

				2.2. Derivational properties

				The contrast between verbal and adjectival -ant forms is also evidenced by derivational morphology.

				Like with simple adjectives (9a-b), it is possible for some -ant adjectives to receive a negative value by the means of the prefix in- and its allomorphs (9c), and derive manner adverbs using the suffix -ment (9d). 

				As shown in (10), these morphological operations do not apply to verbs. Consequently, strictly verbal -ant forms cannot support such affixes (11).

				The examples in (11) also show that, although any verb can appear as a present participle, not all present participle can be transposed into a -ant adjective. We will come back to this question in Section 4.

				In conclusion, despite their formal identity, present participles and -ant adjectives clearly behave differently, both syntactically and derivationally. In the next section, we turn to deverbal -ant adjectives, and consider their different readings. 
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				3. The various readings of deverbal -ant adjectives

				In this section, we examine the possible readings of -ant adjectives, and we show that they can refer to properties or imply events, both episodic and non-episodic. 

				3.1. Non-episodic reading

				Some authors (see in particular Fábregas 2016, 2020 for Spanish) have observed that deverbal adjectives derived from eventive verbs are non-episodic; they do not imply the occurrence of a particular event such as described by their base verbs. This is also the case in French, where deverbal -ant adjectives can be dispositional, habitual or potential. 

				The examples in (12) illustrate dispositional value. Dispositional adjectives describe a disposition or tendency, for the entity referred to by the DP on which they predicate, to cause the events described by their verbal base, due to their inherent properties (Fábregas 2020:428). 

				Potentiality, a modal value, is presented in (13). Potential adjectives express the possibility for the entity on which they predicate to undergo the event described by the underlying verb (Fábregas 2020.) 4  5

				
					4.	According to Fábregas (2016, 2020) Spanish derived adjectives can be deontic, another modal value. In this case, the referent of the DP subject of the adjectival predication necessarily enters into the event described by the corresponding verb. This situation is uncommon in French, where we observed one example only: payant, cf. parking payant ‘paid car park,’ i.e. car park that must be paid.

					5.	The verb casser ‘to break’ also derives cassable ‘breakable.’ There is however a semantic difference between these adjectives: cassant refers to an intrinsic property of a given object (cf. ‘brittle’), while cassable implies the intervention of an Agent or a Force, cf. {*cassant / cassable} par pression des doigts ‘breakable by finger pressure’. A similar observation holds for e.g. basculant / basculable ‘tilting’, cf. {*basculant / basculable} par vérin ‘tilting by actuator.’
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				In other words, une chaise tournante ‘a swivel chair’ and un matériau cassant ‘breakable material’ have respectively the ability to swivel and to break when manipulated.	

				Finally, habitual value is presented in (14). Habituality refers to the regular participation of the referent of the DP into the type of event described by the verbal base of the adjective. 

				In the above examples, the adjective méfiant ‘suspicious’ implies that the entity on which it predicates exhibits a suspicious behavior on a regular basis. Habitual adjectives, then, do not imply the participation into one specific event, located in time and space, but rather into regularly repeated occurrences of a given event.

				Since non-episodic readings do not entail the actual realization of a specific event, sentences containing the above adjectives admit continuations denying the actual occurrence of the event described by their verbal bases. This is shown in (15).
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geg - ts’oy- ghans
CV+C- CV+C- C+VCC
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(3)

gela-d de:-méik
G-ERG NEG-ever
anundrevine
offended

de:-me
NEG-where

d-zer
NEG-who

(*de:m)
NEG





OEBPS/image/02-18e.png
e. v-e-bon-s (ZS) < ve-e-bon-s (SM) < *va-i-bon-s
NEG-APPL/SV-to wash- S3SG(PRS)
“X(S3:NOM) does not wash Y(O3:DAT)”





OEBPS/image/03-03.png
. des lumieresrpr {*aveuglant / aveuglantesrpr}

‘blinding lights’

. Les lumiéresgpr sont {*aveuglant / aveuglantesgpr}.

‘The lights are blinding.”

. des lumiéresrpr {*aveuglant / aveuglantesrpr} pour les spectateurs

lit.: ‘lights blinding for the audience’
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(34) *.. NINI..NINegV ..
*gela-s de:méiks der dem/mam  xalt’ena
G-DAT never no.one NEG loved
‘Gela never loved anyone.’
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a.

XP NI ... NI (*Neg) V (XP)
gela-d de:-mdéik de:-me
G-ERG NEG-ever NEG-where

d-aer
NEG-who

anundrevine
offended
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Negative markers

ma:m(a); de:m(a); de:s(a); de:msa; de§; mo:m
Prohibitive markers

num(a); nu, nosa
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a) MS'? [PRVsmpl-FV] # PhS [*CV-V]>[C-V]
FV=PASS, CAUSI
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T'able 2. Morphemes in each slot
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. Ces problémes {semblent / paraissent / deviennent} génantsypr.

‘These problems {seem / become} annoying.’

. *Ces problémes {semblent / paraissent / deviennent} génant (les citoyens).

lit.: ‘“These problems {seem / become} annoying citizens.’
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(17)

NI(*XP)NIV

leedi der dees

today nobody nobody.DAT
*deer ledi  das

nobody today nobody.DAT
‘Today no one talked to anyone.’
*gela de:mte gwinel-s
Gela nowhere wine-DAT

‘Gela never drinks wine anywhere.’

xagorgaelda
talked
xagorgeelda
talked

de:m¢iks
never

itre
drinks





OEBPS/image/02-04.png
(4) a.





OEBPS/image/02-17.png
(17) a. k-i-mbar-u(-n) (ZS) <ki-i-mbar-u(-n) (SM) < *ko-i-mbar-u
AFF-PASS1-to blow-PASS1-(PRS.S3SG)
“X is blown (1S:NOM)”
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‘Gela has never offended anyone anywhere.’

gela-d de:m(a) anundrevine  de:méik ime  jaer
G-ERG NEG offended never where who
‘Gela never offended anyone anywhere.’
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PRF ga-/ ge- /g- CV-/C-
-7 | NEG va-/ v- CV-/C-
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(30)  *gela 1mcCik de:Sasd de:mgwas Xxoxwda
Gela ever nobody.ADV  nothing gave
‘Gela has never given anything to anyone.’ (intended)
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Table 4. Rules of vowel contraction
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(10) a. gela-s de:m¢iks deer (*de:m/ma:m) xalt’c:na

Gela-DAT never nobody NEG loved
‘No one ever loved Gela.”

b. gela  demgwees (*dem) itre
Gela  nothing NEG drinks

‘Gela doesn’t drink anything.’
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v/m + CVoiced > b+ CVoiced
v, /m + CAsplmted 9 p + CAsplrated
V/m + CEJeciive 9 pa + CEJectlve

Table 6. Assimilative transformation of S1/01 morphemes
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e. d-@-u-¢in-i  (ZS)
PRV-[S1]-APPL/OV-R-PM(SG.AOR)
“I left a message” X (Sl:erg) Yi1 (indO3:dat) Y2(dO3:dat)
f. d-u-¢in-1 (ZS)
PRV-APPL/OV-R-PM(S2.SG.AOR)
“You left a message” X (S2:erg) Y1(indO3:dat) Y2(dO3:dat)
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(2)  coupant > couper “to cut’

a. 11 a vu des biicherons coupant du bois.
‘He saw loggers cutting wood.”
b. 1l s’est blessé en coupant du bois.

‘He hurt himself while cuttine wood.”
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(12) a. ge- gi+ts’o- g- 1- gh- an-s
CV-  CV+CV- C- V- C-
PRF PRV 02 APPL/OV R- SUF
“S/he will take it from you” X(S:NOM) Y1(O:DAT) Y2(O:NOM)
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13)

a.

gela-s ma:m xalt’e:na
Gela-DAT NEG  loved
‘Gela didn’t love anyone.’

gela ma:m xalt’e:na
Gela.ABS NEG  loved

“No one loved Gela.’

jeer
who.ABS
jees
who.DAT
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(35) 1mmga de:m/de:s?
why  NEG
‘Why not?’





OEBPS/image/01-18a.png
(18)

a.

ledi=) deer de:mgwas
today=even nobody nothing
‘Even today, no one is drinking anything.’
leedi=j deer angeed
today=even nobody arrived
‘Even today, no one came.’

gela gar de:mdéik de:mgwas
Gela only never nothing
‘Only Gela never reads anything.’

itre
drinks

i¢’wdae:ni
reads
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b. k-u-rt-u (ZS) <ku-u-rt-u (SM) < ko-u-rt-u (ZS)"
AFF-APPL-to infect-AOR.S3SG
“infected X(1S:ERG) Y2(10:DAT) Y1(10:NOM)”

c. k-a-¢’k’ome-e (ZS) < ka-a-¢’k’ome-e (SM) < * ko-a-¢’k’ome-¢
AFF-POT1-to eat-POT1(PRS.S3SG)
“can eat X(1S:ERG) Y1(10:NOM)”

d. k-a-skv-ap-utan-s (ZS) <ka-a-skv-ap-utan-s (SM) < *ko-o-skv-ap-utan-s
AFF-CAUS1-to praise-CAUS1-THM-FUT.S3SG
“will make praise X(1S:ERG) Y2(10:DAT) Y1(10:DAT)
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(4) a. k’asa ma:m dzak’u?
porridge.ABS NEG  you.want
‘Don’t you want porridge?’
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XP NINPI ... NPIV (XP)

gela-d  de:-mcéik ime jer  anundrevine
G-ERG NEG-ever where who  offended
‘Gela has never offended anyone anywhere.’

ledi mamgwes jer-d anmeqre
today nothing who-ERG understood

‘Today no one understood anything.’
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(7)

. des phénoménes {trés / *beaucoup} étonnantsypr (pour les spectateurs)

‘phenomena very surprising (for the observers)’

. des phénoménes étonnant {*trés / beaucoup) (les spectateurs)

‘phenomena surprising a lot (the observers)’
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XP NI/Neg V XP NI ... NI

*(nosa) leexpeden no:mgwas

NEG touch nothing

‘Don’t touch anything!’

gela  de:méik (*ma:m) ikwterda de:me
Gela never NEG stole nowhere
‘Gela has never stolen anything anywhere.’

de:méiks 1&’wdee:ni gela gar  de:mgwa$
never reads G. only nothing

‘Gela never reads anything.’

XP NI/Neg V XP NPI ...

demciks i¢’wdee:ni gela gar  imgwas$
never reads G. only anything

‘Only Gela never reads anything.’

de:mgwas
nothing
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uéa-s xak’luni [gela

Ucha-DAT fears Gela.ABS
‘Ucha fears that Gela wouldn’t arrive.’
ucéa-s xak’luni [gela
Ucha-DAT fears Gela.ABS

‘Ucha fears that Gela wouldn’t arrive.’

ma:m
NEG

e:/ere:
COMP

e:/*ere:
COMP

ma:m
NEG

enqdeni]
arrives

enqdeni]
arrives
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(14) XP NI ... NI (*Neg) V XP

XP NINPI ... NPI (*Neg) V XP
XP NI/Neg VXP NI ... NI

XP NI/Neg V XP NPI ...

XP NI/Neg V XP NINPI ... NPI YP

o poow
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b. d-a-rt-ap-u (ZS) <da-a-rt-ap-u (SM) < *do-o-rt-ap-u
PRV-CAUSI-to turn round-CAUS1-FUT.S3SG
“X(S:ERG) made Y2(O:DAT) turn Y1(O-NOM) round.”





OEBPS/image/02-t1.png
Table 1. Prefixal morpho-synatctic structure of the Megrelian verb
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(5) a.v-i-tiS-un-k
S1-APPL/SV- to switch off-THM-PRS.S1/S2
“I switch it off for myself” X(S1:nom) Y(dO3:dat)

b. m-i-ti§-un-k
O1-APPL/OV-to switch off-THM-PRS.S1/S2
“You switch it off for me” X(S1:nom) Y1(dO3:dat) Y2(indO3:dat)
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. girt-u(-n) (ZS) < gi-irt-u(-n) (SM) <*go-1-rt-u(-n)
PRV-PASS1-R-PASS1(-FUT.S3SG)
“X (S:NOM) will be divided”
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(25) [TP [AspP [vP [VP]...]
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(6) a. v-tis-un-k 2>  b. p-tis-unk
S1-to switch off-THM-PRS.S1/S2 R-THM-PRS.S1/S2
“I switch it off X(S1:nom) Y(O3:dat)”

>  b. p-tiS-un-k

(7) a. m- tis-un-k
R<O1>R-THM-PRS.S1/S2

Ol-to switch off-THM-PRS.S1/S2
“You switch me off X(02:nom) Y(S1:dat)”
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c. ko-p’-i-i
AFF-S1- to be -PM:SBJV
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(13) a. tournant (Iit. turn-ant, revolve-ant) “that can turn’
une chaise tournante ‘a swivel chair’, i.e. a chair that can swivel
b. cassant (lit. break-ant) ‘breakable™
un matériau cassant ‘breakable material’, i.e. material that tends to break
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(6)

daevit deisa  gargh luSnud
David NEG  speaks Svan
‘David doesn’t (=is unable to) speak Svan.’

devit ma:ma geergli lusnud

David NEG speaks Svan

‘David doesn’t (= is able to but doesn’t want to) speak Svan.’
Gela gwinal-s ma:m/dem itre
Gela.ABS wine-DAT NEG drinks
‘Gela doesn’t drink wine.’

Gela swinxl-s des itre
Gela.ABS wine-DAT NEG drinks
‘Gela cannot drink wine.’

da:veer de:sa/de:m/ma:m lomaerdx
demons NEG exist
‘Demons do not exist.”

maq’luni ere:  ma:m/de:m/mo:m anqdeni
Ifear COMP NEG arrives

‘I am afraid that s/he doesn’t come.’
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ala usba i, tetnuldi ma:ma
this  Ushba is Tetnuldi NEG
“This is not Tetnuldi, but Ushba3.’
manana k’ubde:r ama:re nino
Manana kubdar bakes Nino
‘Manana is baking a kubdar, and Nino isn’t.’
A: manana-d xink’e:1 ansq’e
Manana-ERG khinkali made
B: xink’e:1 ma:ma, k’ubdee:r
khinkali NEG kubdar
A: Manana made khinkali.
B: Not khinkali, a kubdar.
Q: ala  jerd ansq’e?
this  who.ERG did
‘Who did this?’
A: mi ma:ma/de:sa!
1 NEG

‘Not me!’

ma:ma/de:ma
NEG





