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CANONICAL REDUPLICATION TRADITIONAL ANALYSIS IN OT RESULTS IN PARADOX GRADIENT MARKEDNESS EXPLAINS WEAK ELEMENTS
> Form: fu!l, partlal., or C\{' | - » Traditionally, identical input would be assumed for both reduplication types > in Ende: floating nasals (Lindsey 2017), verb final-/n/
> Appllcat.lon: pornmgls (including agljectlves) and verl? stems » infintival reduplication of multisyllabic roots is marked > in French: liaison consonants (Smolensky & Goldrick 2016)
> Semantics: diminutive, augmentative, plural, adverbial, etc. » while adverbial reduplication of multisyllabic roots is not. > in Ahousaht: suffix onsets (Zimmermann 2018)
N » in Catalan: masculine plurals (Zimmermann 2018)
5 ADVRED—A\/tomo—n tomo-n~tomo-n @) INFRED—B\/ﬂamae nomae~namae .
= RS, while waiting oturn to turn (3+ subjects)’ WHY NOT AUTOSEGMENTAL DIFFERENTIATION (Archangeli 1983,
= N RED-,v/namae S"Namae~nNamae 2 1991; Hyman 1985; Szypra 1992; Zoll 1996, 2001)?
2 ADVRED_B\/pamae JIoMac~J1omac ) ot NPL : ‘whilre]turning’ : . > An auto;e mental a ,r h , that I( l ts diff
ADV-turn.NPL ‘while turning’ ' g pPpProacn assumes tnat weak elements dirrer
INFINITIVAL REDUPLICATION SOLUTION A: DIFFERENT GRAMMARS FOR SAME INPUT from full elements in that they lack the structural nodes
> Form: full 1 or CV > F k lexical orderi Honoloe connecting the segment to the tier.
S AorT'. -~ Rartla ,or“ b . , 6 45 > PrarSlewc?r >- [eXICal OTACTINg, .cophono Og'f,s oat : ‘f' » How to apply to a reduplicative morpheme which is assumed to
pp |c.:at.|o.n.. monosyllabic verb roots in non-intlected rorms ro e.m. muit posit a constraint t. at.pena. 1zes realization OT a vgry specitic part lack the segments but consist only of the structural nodes?
(e.g., infinitive, present tense, dependent clauses, etc.) of the input (*RED). Such a constraint is unlikely to be useful outside of these few
> Semantics: subject/patient number pL (Class A), NON-PL (Class B) lexemes in this one language. WHY NOT LISTED ALLOMORPHS (Bonet et al., 2007)?
» Distribution: complementary with absolutive number suffixes SOLUTION B: DIFFERENT INPUTS WITH SAME GRAMMAR » This would require listing allomorphs for all monosyllabic verbal
VERB CLASS NONPLURAL PLURAL > Framework: gradient markedness roots and misses the generalization that infinitival reduplication
A -n,-n, -anan, -, -{ RED-/-nen > Some elements in the input are “weaker” than other elements. (Smolensky & repairs word minimality.
B RED- -nen Goldrick 2016; Zimmermann 2018). » Monosyllabic loan words undergo infinitival reduplication as well.
¢ "eb/-em “ejb/ejm » ldiosyncratic, alternate with zero, often (dis)appear to repair markedness
D g ‘men yneratic, L 2€T0, appe palrmarx : WHY NOT HARMONIC GRAMMAR?
- \/ug ug~ug > 3olth .reallfcatlon and c:eletlon incur smaller violations than realization or > Traditional OT constraint ranking without weights is sufficient for
B oL make.oven R y c T:.'Oln odstrc:.nger © e.ments. o e y modelling weak reduplication in Ende. (Perhaps not so for French,
@)
: B\/ug_nen ug-nen @ verbial reduplication is strong in the input and is always realized. Ahousaht, and Catalan)
Sl make.oven-pL ‘to make three or more ovens’ ApyRED-NOMae WORDMIN DEP MAX
q /gan ga-n 2. namae -
=¥ plant-NPL ‘to plant one or two’ = | b, Nlomae~Namae
= L'E'EEEP _A\/ga ‘ ?Oap;?fhi)e S Infinitival reduplication is weak in the input and deleted if base is unmarked. LANGUAGE WORK T e T a
= DEP >> MAX: Deletion is less costly than realization of a weak element. > Tonny (Tonzah) Warama || megupctmg s || B
= A\/ga_nen ‘ ga~nen () » Warama Kurupel 1EE
plant-PL ‘to plant three or more’ NeREDg 5-j19Maé WORDMIN DEP MAX > Wagiba Geser =
| 3. flomae *5 DISCUSSION =B
MULTISYLLABIC VERB ROOTS DON’T REDUPLICATE b. nemae~namae * 5\ ] > Arto Anttila el 5% L =
» Nonplural B roots are only realized non-reduplicated (8). i E:;::GHH?/\; Y
» Plural class A roots are only realized with suffix -nen (10). Reduplication is half in the input and therefore less costly than epenthesis. FUNDIKIGy
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= ||\||:RED'B\/| monz ‘ *lmonz~|monz <"IMONZ (g) neREDg 5~UE WORDMIN Dep MAX » Lewis and Clark Exploration Grant, American Philosophical Society
A \pL-touch ‘to touch one or two’ d. Ug *W L *oW » Graduate Research Opportunity Funds, Stanford University
% B\/I monz-nen imonz-nen 9) e |b. ug~ug * 5 » Diversity Research Opportunity, Stanford University
78 touch-pL - ‘to touch three or more’ C. Ugad ~W
S | _RED-,y/tomo *tomo~tomo . . L
oy INF" "= A e | Level ordering is required to order reduplication before other processes
S PL-wait to wait for three or more .
= A\/tOmo—nen ‘ tomo~nen (o) such as epenthesis and vowel syncope. Lindsey, K L. 2017. Completing the typology: evidence for floating segments from Ende.
= et “to wait for three or more’ Conference of the Australian Linguistics Society. Sydney, Australia. December 7.
LEXICAL POST-LEXICAL Smolensky, P. and M. Goldrick. 2016. Gradient Symbolic Representations in Grammar: The
case of French Liaison.
PHONOTACTICS OF INFINITIVAL VERB ROOTS INFRED—A\/dma ‘ dma~dme domadame a1 Zimmermann, E. 2018. Gradient Symbolic Representations and the Typology of Ghost
» 98.6% are multisyllabic or multimorphemic. pL-sit ‘to sit (three or more subjects) Segments: An Argument from Gradient Markedness. AMP. TODAY @ 4:00 PM
> 259% are reduplicated. |NFRED'B\/SI ‘ SI~ST SIS (12) Zoll, C. 1998. Parsing below the segment in a constraint-based framework, CSLI, Stanford.
» 97.9% of reduplicated forms have monosyllabic roots. NPL-close ‘to close three or more things’
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