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To see the pa erns in Table 4 in action, consider the following example (meaning ‘a er (the
cat) will eat me’, adapted from a folktale). Elements a er a colon define the category that a
morpheme selects (empty, if it does not select anything). e lines indicate the domains within
which each rule or constraint applies, above the example for phonology and below the examples
for syntax:

(26)

independent stress
onset requirement, prosodic subcat.
voicing

u
3sA
[:V]

ca
eat
[: ]

ŋa
1sO
[:V]

ta
FOC
[:X]

haiʔ
move.away.TR
[:V2σ]

ya
1sO
[:V]

ʔã
IND.NPST
[:V]

na
INSIST
[:VP]

kina
SEQ
[:XP]

insertion and displacement potential
cross-slot dependencies
fixed ordering

We briefly explain in the following how each constraint applies in this example:

• Independent stress: is is found only in two places: on the first stem (ca ‘eat’) and then
again on the sequential marker kina at the end, defining two separate domains.

• Onset requirement and prosodic subcategorization: e onset constraint is vacuously
satisfied in most morphemes in the example because the elements have an onset under-
lyingly. e initial prefix u- by contrast receives an optional glo al stop: [ʔu-]. Likewise,
if the main stem had no onset (as is the case in 20), the onset constraint would be satis-
fied by the optional prothesis of a glo al stop. e same holds at the beginning of the V2
element, but not anywhere else in the string. e onset requirement domains are isomor-
phic with the prosodic subcategorization domains. erefore, the focus clitic ta can be
inserted, as it is here, a er the sequence caŋa. Alternatively, the clitic could be inserted
a er the third person singular agreement prefix u-,¹² or at the very end of the inflection
string, right before the insistive particle na.

• Voicing: this can occur at the boundary between ca- ‘eat’ and a suffix although in the
example the rule has no effect because there is no underlying voiceless element that
could be voiced. If instead we had a combination of tat- ‘bring’ and the past tense suffix
-e, the result would be tade ‘s/he came’, showing the effect of voicing. No such effect is
observed at the boundary between the suffix -ŋa and the focus clitic, which is realized
as ŋata, not *ŋada. Voicing again applies at the V2/suffix boundary, although again in
the example the rule has no effect because of a general intervening rule that glo alizes
t-final stems before palatal glides. Other V2/suffix boundaries show voicing, cf. e.g. the
form lab-u-tad-e ‘brought here’ in (22b) where V2-final /t/ is voiced. e phrasal affixes in
the example, by contrast, are outside the voicing domains, and so the sequential marker
kina is realized without voicing even though it is flanked by vowels (*na-gina).

¹² Bickel et al. (2007:61) found this to be ungrammatical. However we have now come across several examples in
our corpus were ta a aches to an agreement prefix. e unacceptability in the 2007 report is be er explained by
the specific pragmatics of the example.
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⑴ Will [:V] she go?

⑵ [u-ˈ[kond-u]-[tad-e]]
3nsS-search-3P-v2:bring-IND.PST
‘they searched for it (and found it and then) brought it here’ (�TT�nF�i?�ni�HFXy8y)

⑶ Mapudungun
a. pepi-rume-küme-wentru-nge-tu-rke-i-ngu.

can-very-good-man-be-TEL-REP-IND-3DU

b. pepi
can

rume
very

küme
good

wentru
man

nge
be

tu
TEL

rke
REP

i
IND

ngu.
3DU

‘Both of them were able to turn into very rich (lit. good) men, they say.’

⑷ Chintang
a. u-ca-ŋa=ta-haiʔ-ya-ʔã=na=ni

3sA-eat-1sO=FOC-move.away.TR-1sO-IND.NPST=INSIST=ASS

b. u
3sA

ca
eat

ŋa
1sO

ta
FOC

haiʔ
move.away.TR

ya
1sO

ʔã
IND.NPST

na
INSIST

ni
ASS

(the cat) will eat me’

⑸ a. adkintu-wentro-yaw-küle-i
look.a er-man- - -
‘S/he is going around looking for men.’

b. chi wentru
man

‘the man’

⑹ Frame a- ‘2S/A’ __ -o ‘3P’
a. theke

why
a-khɨnd-o-ko?
2S/A-pull-3P-IND.NPST

‘Why do you pull it?’
b. hũi

DEM
kãhili
third.daughter

a-nept-o
2S/A-step.on-3P

‘Kaĩli, you might step on it!’
c. a-hid-o-ko?

2S/A-watch-3P-IND.NPST
‘Can you look a er her?’

⑺ Frame mai- ‘NEG’ __ -th ‘NEG’
a. la

INTERJ
mo
DEM.DOWN

mai-soŋ-th-a
NEG-move-NEG-IMP

‘Don’t move down there!’
b. e

OK
mai-khaŋ-th-o-s-e
NEG-see-NEG-3P-PRF-IND.PST

ni
EMPH

‘Yeah, s/he didn’t see it.’

2

⑹ Swahili
a. ni-li-soma

1s-PST-read
‘I read’

b. u-li-soma
2s-PST-read
‘you read’

c. a-li-soma
3s-PST-read
‘S/he read’

⑺ Khaling
a. mu-ŋa

be-1S
’I am’

b. ʔi-mu
2S-be
‘you are’

c. mu-nu
be-2S
‘s/he/it is’

⑻ Chintang
a. u-kha-ma-cop-yokt-e

3snA-1nsP-NEG-see-NEG-PST

b. u-ma-kha-cop-yokt-e
3snA-NEG-1nsP-see-NEG-PST

c. kha-u-ma-cop-yokt-e
1nsP-3snA-NEG-see-NEG-PST

d. ma-u-kha-ma-cop-yokt-e
NEG-3snA-1nsPsee-NEG-PST

e. …

All: ‘They didn’t see us.’
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