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This Talk: Theoretical Implications

Research Question

What counts as a syntactic
“clause” in the mapping to
intonational phrases (L) in
the prosodic -
representation? (Match)

Assumptions

Focus of Analysis

How vlevel prosody resolves
syntactic ambiguities in the
placement of verbal modifiers in
Korean

i) Indirect reference w.r.t. syntax-prosody

mapping

i) Implementation of syntax-prosody

mapping via OT constraints
(Selkirk 2011; Selkirk & Lee 2015)




Disclaimer

There's a lot to keep track of in this data — syntax, semantics,
and prosody (including trees!). Please stop me anytime to ask
questions, slow down, or repeat.

We can keep this a discussion format too — lot’s to talk about!




This Talk: Roadmap

01 Background

- Syntax-prosody interface
(theories, ambiguity resolution)
- Korean prosody

03 Analysis

- Overview of OT
iImplementation
(Generalized Alignment
over Match constraints))

- Incompatibility of Match
constraints

02

04

Data

- Resolution of Korean
attachment ambiguities via
-boundary placement (=
left edge of CP)

Discussion

- Implications on
LMmapping

- Bonus: interactions
with pragmatic context
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Background: Match Theory seikirk 2009, 201)

Correspondence between syntactic constituency & prosodic constituency
modulated by “constituent faithfulness” OT constraints
Assumes the prosodic constituency is hierarchical (Selkirk 1986, Nesper & Vogel
19860, i.a.):

o w (prosodic word) < ¢ (phonological phrase) < t (intonation phrase)

MATCH(clause, 1): a clause in the syntax must match to an tin the prosodic
representation (» “left & right edges of a clause must map to left & right edges
of an "
o W)hat counts as a clause? CP (Truckenbrodt 2005, Pak 2008)
o Other answers: TP (Zerbian 2006), highest verbal projection (Hamlaoui &
Szendrdi 2015), speech acts & parentheticals (GCunes 2015), spell-out domain
of higher phase head (Kratzer & Selkirk 2007; Selkirk 2009)
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Background: Alignment Theory (seikirk 1986, 1996)

e Precursor to Match theory
e The mapping from syntactic to prosodic constituency is sensitive to only
the edges of syntactic constituents
o Follows the Generalized Alignment approach of McCarthy & Prince

(1993)

e Align-L(a, ): The left edge of a constituent type a in the input syntactic
representation must correspond to the left edge of a constituent of type
T in the output phonological representation.
o Thereis also Align-R(a, 1)
e While Alignment Theory has separate constraints localized to one edge

(e.g., left), the constraints in Match Theory enforce the mapping of both
left & right edges
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Background: Prosody resolving syntactic ambiguity

e |Language production: in English, language users manipulate the prosodic
cues of spoken strings that are syntactically ambiguous in order to
privilege one interpretation of that string over another

o Reliable cue = placement of boundaries of 1s

o Salient referential context with need to disambiguate (Snedeker &

Trueswell 2003)
e |anguage comprehension: placement of I-boundaries has a significant
effect on English listeners’ interpretations of syntactically ambiguous

utterances (Snedeker & Casserly 2010)
e Same set of facts for Korean (Jun 2003 for production; Kang & Speer 2005

for comprehension)




Example of ambiguity & prosody

When you learn gradually you worry more.

Iz AR T HEE
ta chi bu xia shenme

1SCG eat NEG down what
(a) He cannot eat anything
(b) What can’t he eat?




Background: Korean prosody (jun1996,2005)

e Jun’sIntonational Model: prosodic
phrasing is conditioned by intonation
patterns (= the output tonal patterns of
an utterance or part of an utterance)

o Little work bridging this with Match

e Cues forintonational phrase (IP in Jun’s
work) » on the right edge

o Falling boundary tone (HL%)

o Final o-lengthening
o Pause (= optional)

AP (AP)

Prosodic constituent structure of Seoul
Korean (Jun 2005:205)
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Korean Data

(= Seoul Korean)
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Data format

e Focus: Attachment ambiguities following the form schematized in (1)

e FEach form will feature:
o Asentence-initial agent NP (NP, )

o Atheme NP (NP, ) + relative clause
o A modifier ambiguous in its placement

e The modifier can either attach to the matrix clause and be interpreted with
respect to NP, ., as in (a), or attach to the embedded clause and be interpreted

w.r.t. N PTH

AC’
(1) NP, Modifietr.vRC NP, Vi armix -
a. NP, Modlfl.e.r [Vl NP,V rn (Mod!f!er o NP, )
b.NP, . [ Modifier V, 1 NP, V, .. (Modifier o NP )

e Convention for (a) and (b) readings
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Data format (con’t)

e The modifier of primary interest will be a lexical verb marked by the adverbial
suffix -myense (indicates simultaneity; Yeon & Brown 2019)
e Unambiguous example in (2): -myense can only be interpreted w.r.t. Yumi’

(2) =01t TOHA J| KO S22/}
Yumi-ka wus-umyense kica-ey tonguyhay-sse
Yumi-NOM  smile-MYENSE reporter-LOC  agree-PST
Yumi, while smiling, agreed with the reporter who was asking questions

e Assumptions
o At least VP-sized (can take a direct object); smaller than a CP

o Formsa M(yense)P
o Agent-oriented; attachment site = VoiceP




Ambiguous data

(3) = 0|t TOHA A =20ote= I RHO 2/}
Yumi-ka wus-umyense cilmwun-hanun Kkica-ey tonguyhay-sse
Yumi-NOM smile-MYENSE  question-RC reporter-LOC agree-PST

a. Yumi, while smiling, agreed with the reporter who was asking questions
b. Yumi agreed with the reporter who was asking questions and smiling
(adapted from Kang & Speer 2005:246, ex. (4))




(a)

TP

/\

NP, i

Pt V.

Yumi-NoMm  VoiceP TV

7K

t; Voice’

LT TN

smile-MYENSE VP  Voice”

/\

NPy, 1
CP N
/\ reporter-LOC
..... VoiceP
t;  Voice’

2 e

VP  Voice

e

question-RC

VO
agree-PST

NP, T
Yumi-NoM  VoiceP  T°

P

t;, Voice’

s

VP  Voice?

/\

NPry, Vo
/\ agree-PST
CP NO
/\ reporter-LOC
..... VoiceP

AN

. Taiee?
t;  Voice

MP Voice’

smile-MYENSE VP  Voice?

..

question-RC
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Previous work: Kang & Speer (2005)

Conducted comprehension tasks to determine the effects of prosody on

resolving attachment ambiguities in Korean
Played participants audio recordings of (1) that differ in the placements of

I-boundaries
o I-boundary following wus-umyense

o I-boundary preceding wus-umyense
o Participants were asked their interpretation for each recording (i.e., who

Is doing the smiling?)

(3) /017t =2 A =50l 7| Xtof S0
Yumi-ka wus-umyense cilmwun-hanun  kica-ey tonguyhay-sse
Yumi-NOM  smile-MYENSE  question-RC reporter-LOC  agree-PST

a. Yumi, while smiling, agreed with the reporter who was asking questions
b. Yumi agreed with the reporter who was asking questions and smiling
(adapted from Kang & Speer 2005:246, ex. (4))




[yumikalap

[wusumyonse Jup)IP

HL%

/\'\'\

"I“'“*"i [[cilmwunhanun | Kicrulfap [onghohaysseap]IP [[yumikajaplip <pause> |[\\u\mn\uuw};upl [ctimunhanun Kicarul Jap [onghohaysse Jap )i
—
Time (s) Time (s)
+H
\+ Ha
\ L - .
L A=  Ha
/7 7/ /f
L L+ L+
LHL% N L%
~ -

V;

No post-modifier boundary: bias = (b)

Figure 1 Time (s) Figure 2 Time
Post-modifier boundary: bias = (a)
(3) /017t =22 A AEol= 7| Xtof 240
Yumi-ka wus-umyense cilmwun-hanun  kica-ey tonguyhay-sse
Yumi-NOM  smile-MYENSE  question-RC reporter-LOC  agree-PST

a. Yumi, while smiling, agreed with the reporter who was asking questions
b. Yumi agreed with the reporter who was asking questions and smiling
(adapted from Kang & Speer 2005:246, ex. (4))




[ yumikalap wusumyonsejuplIP §  <paused [[cilmwunhunu

n| kicrulfap ‘ [onghohaysse Jap|IP

Time (s)

| ”\| "\ v He
/ V, \ :M* 121;,

L4

Post-modifier boundary: bias = (a)

Time (s)

Figure 1

Time (s)

Figure 2

No post-modifier boundary: bias = (b)

What gives rise to these sensitivities in listeners?
Why in this direction? Is this productive?




Methodology

e Elicitations with native speakers of Seoul Korean (all from
Gyeonggi Province)

e Ambiguous form displayed to speakers, followed by presentation
of salient context to strongly bias interpretation of form — toward

(a) or (b)
e Recorded pronunciation following presentation of referential
context
(3) S0/ 7t 20 HAM A 2ot 7| XHof| S 9|3H 0 Context: Yumi is attending an event

Yumi-ka wus-umyense cilmwun-hanun  kica-ey tonguyhay-sse where there is a _fa MO politici‘a‘n E nd
Yumi-NOM  smile-MYENSE  question-RC reporter-LOC  agree-PST a reporter‘qu.estl-omng that poI|t|C|an..
a. Yumi, while smiling, agreed with the reporter who was asking questions a) The politician is someone that Yumi
b. Yumi agreed with the reporter who was asking questions and smiling Ll)kis g 't like th litici
(adapted from Kang & Speer 2005:246, ex. (4)) ) Yumi doesn't like the politician




Results

3) /OI7t =SB s=of= 7| Xtof S
Yumi-ka wus-umyense cilmwun-hanun  kica-ey tonguyhay-sse
Yumi-NOM  smile-MYENSE  question-RC reporter-LOC  agree-PST

a. Yumi, while smiling, agreed with the reporter who was asking questions
b. Yumi agreed with the reporter who was asking questions and smiling
(adapted from Kang & Speer 2005:246, ex. (4))

(@) 4 Yumiissmiling

(b) € The reporter is smiling
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Reminder of relevant prosodic cues \

e Cues for intonational phrase (IP in Jun’s work) » on the right edge
o Falling boundary tone (HL%)

o Final o-lengthening
o Pause (= optional)




Results

) Yumiissmiling

(a)

(b) 4 The reporter is smiling

= Aligns with from
Kang & Speer’s (2005)
finding from the
perception side
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Yumi-ka wus-umyense <BRK> | cilmwunha-nun | kica-ey tonguyhay-sse
Yumi-NOM smile-MYENSE question-RC  reporter-LO agree-PST
(a) Yumi, while smiling, agreed with the reporter who was asking questions
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Yumi-ka <BRK> | wus-umyense cilmwunha-nun kica-ey

Yumi-NOM smile-MYENSE  question-RC reporter-LOC

(b) Yumi agreed with the reporter who was asking questions and smiling

tonguyhay-sse ‘

agree-PST




Other examples

(5) S0l e M SIIt =0 A Uol= &S O
bell-NOM ring-PST-RC time Minkyu-NOM play-MYENSE speak-RC friend-AC  chye-sse
cong-i chy-ess-ul  ttay Minkyu-ka nol-myense malha-nun chinkwu-lul tap-PST

<« a. While the bell was ringing, Minyku, while playing, tapped his friend who was

talking

<« b. While the bell was ringing, Minkyu tapped his friend who was talking and

playing

(6) &40l ctH S EROIHIS JIEX= ddds O
haksayng-i lamyen-ul mek-umyense kaluchi-nun sensayngnim-ul pwa-sse

student-NOM ramen-ACC eat-MYENSE teach-RC teacher-ACC see-PST
¥ a. A student, while eating ramen, saw the teacher who was teaching
O b. A student saw the teacher who was teaching and eating ramen




Other examples

(@) © Studentiseating ramen

(b) *© Teacher is eating ramen

= Generalization (to be

refined):
(a) rboundary follows
the modifier
constituent
(b) rboundary
precedes the modifier
constituent

= Why?

FO (Hz)

FO (Hz)

3504

300

250

200

1504

300

250+

200+

150

haksayng-i lamyen-ul mek-umyense <BRK>  kaluchi-nun sensayngnim-ul pwa-sse
student-NOM | ramen-ACC eat-MYENSE teach-RC teacher-ACC see-PST
(a) A student, while eating ramen, saw the teacher who was teaching
- M il e e
g T

O D e e st
L | il ih MVW‘ T'b | wu,‘ \ mmb\ ; \

‘ | | " | »nru | I |
il | Ul (! \ WP. |

B R L

haksayng-i mek-umyense kaluchi-nun sensayngnim-ul pwa-sse

lamyen-ul
student-NOM ramen-ACC

(b) A student saw the teacher who was teaching and eating ramen

eat-PST teach-RC teacher-ACC see-PST




(1) NP, . Modifier V. NP_ V

V

\%

Back to the syntax

.. MATRIX
a. NP, Modifier [V ] NP_,

MATRIX .
b.NP, [Modifier V ] NP_,

MATRIX

(@) ——_

NP, il

P, V%

Yumi-NoM  VoiceP  T°

N

t; Joice’
MP Voice’

S

smile-MYENSE VP  Voice®

/\

NP‘I H; VO
/\ agree-PST
CP NO
/\ reporter-LOC
..... VoiceP
t;  Voice’

G By

VP  Voice®

LT

question-RC

VoiceP T
t; Voice’

VP  Voice
NP TH; VU
/\ agree- PST
CP NO
/\ reporter-LOC
..... VoiceP
t;  Voice’

/\

MP Voice’

AN

Yumi-NOM

smile-MYENSE VP  Voice?

..

question-RC




N

Back to the syntax

I = I-boundary

(1) NP, Modifier V__ NP_ V.
a. NP, Modlfleri[v <] NP,
VMATRIX 1
b.NP,

- [ Modifier V_ ] NP__

MATR(XZenerallzatlon The

-boundary surfaces at the |eft

edge of the embedded CP
= Not an idiosyncratic
property of the -myense
modifier

TP
NP,
Yumi-NoM  VoiceP  T°
t; Voice’
MP Voice’
smile-MYENSE VP  Voice?
NPy, Vo
/\ agree-PST
CP NO
/\ reporter-LOC
..... VoiceP
t;  Voice’
VP Voice®

question-RC

N\

L) T

NP s, T

P il

Yumi-NoM  VoiceP

AN

P

T()

t; Voice’

R

VP

Voice?

/\

NP, H;
CP NO
/\ reporter-LOC
..... VoiceP
t;  Voice’
MP Voice’

smile-MYENSE VP  Voice?

..

question-RC

\r()
agree-PST




Other modifiers

(7) S0ttt HeOlA Ot=0| S5 ot= E= = O
emma-ka kesil-eyse atul-i kongpwuha-nun kel pwa-sse
mother-NOM living.room-LOC son-NOM study-RC NMNL see-PST

© 2o The motherl., while inl.the living room, saw (the event of) her son; studyingj

5 b. The motherl. saw her son; studying inj the living room
LD




(8)

Other modifiers (con’t)

Bl 0t ZHAMO A =0 A 2Lot= &S &0
Minkyu-ka chayksang-eyse nol-myense malha-nun chinkwu-lul chye-sse
Minkyu-NOM desk-LOC play-MYENSE speak-RC  friend-ACC tap-PST

a. Minkyu, while playing. at his; desk, tapped his friendj who was talking.
b. Minkyu, while at his. desk, tapped his friendj who was talking while playingj.
c. Minkyu, tapped his friendj who was talking while playingj at theirj desk.




F0 (Hz)
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Minkyu-ka chayksang-eyse nol-myense <BRK> malha-nun |chinkwu-lul chye-sse Minkyu-ka chayksang-eyse ~“BRK> nol-myense | malha-nun |chinkwu-lul chye-sse
|
| . .
Minkyu-NOM desk-LOC play-MYENSE speak-RC [friend-ACC tap-PST Minkyu-NOM desk-LOC play-MYENSE| speak-RC | friend-ACC tap-PST
(a) Minkyu, while playing at his desk, tapped his friend who was talking (b) Minkyu, while at his desk, tapped his friend who was talking while playing

e
i 3.5 4
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Minkyu-ka <BRK> (chayksang-eyse nol-myense | malha-nun | chinkwu-lul chye-sse
Minkyu-NOM desk-LOC  |play-MYENSE| speak-RC | friend-ACC tap-PST

(¢) Minkyu tapped his friend who was talking while playing at their (the friend’s) desk
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Summary of generalization

In syntactically-ambiguous forms with an embedded CP, the |eft edge of
that CP maps to an boundary, resulting in an boundary following the
modifier when it's adjoined in the matrix clause (a), and an -boundary
preceding the modifier when it's inside the embedded clause (b)

Iz -boundary

NP,. Modifier \./R.C NP, Vi atrix
a. NP, Modlflerl [V, 1 NP V.

b.NP,{ [ Modifier V,.] NPV .

e Aligns with the insight of Match theory that there is a correspondence
between syntactic constituency (CP) and prosodic constituency ()
e Departure from Match: right edges do not partake in rmapping
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Right edges

e Sentential minimal pair of right edge of modifier (9) and right edge of CP (10);
only the former permits a following -boundary
o (10) suggests the right CP-edge does not partake in -mapping

(9) OtH Xl It == SO E (BRK) Ot== A L]
apeci-ka pap-ul mek-umyense atul-ul chyetapwa-sse
father-NOM food-ACC eat-MYENSE son-ACC gaze-PST

The father, while eating, gazed at his son.

(10) OFBH XI Dt == = (*BRK) Ot== XM Chet O
apeci-ka pap-ul mek-nun atul-ul chyetapwa-sse
father-NOM food-ACC eat-RC son-ACC gaze-PST

The father gazed at his son who was eating.




Aside: cross-linguistic applicability

Japanese
(TNa) =AY e JRVAY E9 % SEIC RE-L1=
Yumi-ga warai-nagara shitsumon-suru kisha-ni doi-shita
Y Yumi-NOM laugh-NAGCARA question-RC reporter-DAT agree-do.PST

Yumi, while laughing, agreed with the reporter who was asking questions

(1b) 2 =A KUVEHD BRI % EAEIC mE-L1=
) Yumi-ga warai-nagara shitsumon -suru  kisha-ni doi-shita
> Yumi-NOM laugh-NAGARA question-RC reporter-DAT agree-do.PST

Yumi agreed with the reporter who was laughing and asking questions




Aside: cross-linguistic applicability

Kazakh
(12a) salija  kyl-ip tor-ap I suraq goj-ap tor-san zurnalist-pen kelis-t1
Galiya smile-CVB stand-CVB Iquestion ask-CVB stand-PTCP journalist-with agree-PST

Galiya, while smiling, agreed with the reporter who was asking questions

(12b) salija gkyl-ip tor-ep suraq qoj-ap  tur-san zurnalist-pen kelis-t1
Galiya "*smile-CVB stand-CVB question ask-CVB stand-PTCP journalist-with agree-PST
Galiya agreed with the reporter who was smiling and asking questions
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Analy81s

Output prosodic
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Overview

e Desideratum: Constraint set, with a consistent ranking, that derives the
correct syntax-prosody correspondences (input syntactic trees -

output prosodic trees)
e Focus of this discussion: (3), below — all structurally similar forms are

predicted to pattern with this datum

3) 017t O HA cleol= 7| xtof S22
Yumi-ka wus-umyense cilmwun-hanun  kica-ey tonguyhay-sse
Yumi-NOM  smile-MYENSE  question-RC reporter-LOC  agree-PST

a. Yumi, while smiling, agreed with the reporter who was asking questions
b. Yumi agreed with the reporter who was asking questions and smiling
(adapted from Kang & Speer 2005:246, ex. (4))

NP,. Modifier \./R.C NP, Vyarrix
a. NP, Modifier|[V ] NP_,

VMATRIX

b NP _[Modifier V. ] NP__

V. i,
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Review of
syntactic

representations

Upcoming:
Corresponding
prosodic trees

NB: Assumptions in
trees

(a)

TP

T e

NP,q, X7

P Ve . %

Yumi-NoM  VoiceP  TO

N

t; Voice’

smile-MYENSE VP  Voice’

/\

NP, Ve
e agree-PST
CP N°

/\ reporter-LOC

..... VoiceP

AN

t;  Voice’

P

VP  Voice

i

question-RC

N
TP

/\ -

NP,q,

P il

Yumi-NOM  VoiceP

N

T
P

TU

t;  Voice’

7 P

VP

Voice?

/\

Npm_,

/\

CP NO

/\ reporter-LOC

..... VoiceP

AN

t;  Voice

/\

MP Voice’

A

smile-MYENSE VP  Voice?

..

question-RC

\‘,r()
agree-PST

S—




Review of prosodic
phrasing
(@)

Yumi is smiling

(b) The reporter is smiling

|
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Yumi-ka wus-umyense <BRK> | cilmwunha-nun | kica-ey tonguyhay-sse
Yumi-NOM smile-MYENSE question-RC  reporter-LO agree-PST
(a) Yumi, while smiling, agreed with the reporter who was asking questions
3.5 4
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<BRK> | wus-umyense cilmwunha-nun

Yumi-ka

agree-PST

reporter-LOC

Yumi-NOM smile-MYENSE  question-RC

(b) Yumi agreed with the reporter who was asking questions and smiling

tonguyhay-sse ‘
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AN
Output (3) fOI7t LoBA HEEE 7| xtol EE
t t Yumi-ka wus-umyense cilmwun-hanun  kica-ey tonguyhay-sse
represen atons Yumi-NOM  smile-MYENSE  question-RC reporter-LOC  agree-PST \

(adapted from Kang & Speer 2005:246, ex. (4))

a. Yumi, while smiling, agreed with the reporter who was asking questions
b. Yumi agreed with the reporter who was asking questions and smiling

¢
|

w
Yumi

¢
|

w

smile-MYENSE

t (o)

L
L [
)
I
¢ (Ib Yunn
w
({) (:) agree
w w

question-RC  reporter

(U

smile-MYENSE

/\

¢
A l
agree
(l) g
I
w
reporter

w
question-RC




Analysis - short version

(13) MATCH(CP, ): a clause in the syntax must match to an X Wrong
Lin the prosodic representation predictions

(14) a. Align-L(CP, \): The left edge of a CP in the input syntactic
representation must correspond to the left edge of an tin the Correct
output phonological representation. predictions

b. Align-R(CP, ): The right edge of a CP in the input syntactic iff Align-L(CP, 1) >>

representation must correspond to the right edge of an tin the  ajign-r(cp, |
output phonological representation.




Analysis - constraints

a. Layeredness: Assign one violation mark for every prosodic constituent whose daughter

is higher on the Prosodic Hierarchy than its parent constituent:*k, dominating K,-;
(Selkirk 1996)
b.

StrongStart: Assign one violation mark for every prosodic constituent whose leftmost
daughter is lower in the Prosodic Hierarchy than its sister constituent immediately to its
right: *(K,K,.;... (Elfner 2012:157)

. Align-L(CP, 1): For every CP in the syntactic representation,

there is an 1 in the output phonological representation such that the left edge of the
CP coincides with the left edge of 1.

. Align-L(1, CP): For every 1 in the output phonological representation, there is a

CP in the syntactic representation such that the left edge of the 1 coincides with
the left edge of the CP.

. Align-R(CP, 1): For every CP in the syntactic representation,

there is an 1 in the output phonological representation such that the right edge of the
CP coincides with the right edge of 1.

f. Align-R(1, CP): For every 1 in the output phonological representation, there is a

CP in the syntactic representation such that the right edge of the 1 coincides with
the right edge of the CP.




Analysis - (a) Yumi smiling

Tableau 1: Analysis of (a) example

a. & L * * *
L L
[\ ¢ ¢ ¢
| . — |
w w ] b w
Yumi  smile-MYENSE | agree
w w
question-RC  reporter
b. L *! * * *
L L
| —_— —
[ b )
M T |
w ¢ & w
Yumi e — | agree
¢ ) w
| | reporter
w w
smile-MYENSE  question-RC




Tableau 2: Analysis of (b) example

Analysis - (b) Reporter smiling

-

(b): Yumi cp[smile-MYENSE question-RC| reporter agree ” VF
a. L
L L
¢ ¢ ¢ ¢
| —_— |
w w [ [ w
Yumi smile-MYENSE | agree
w w
question-RC  reporter
b. = L
L L
| —_— T —
¢ ¢ ¢
| — |
w ¢ (] w
Yumi e — | agree
& b w
| reporter
w w
smile-MYENSE  question-RC




Analysis - (@) Yumi smiling, via Match

Tableau 3: Analysis of (a) example via Match
— Wrong predictions without a putative higher-ranked 4 S ‘
markedness constraint X, identity of which is unknown s & &

4\1? N <& \

l (a): Yumi smile-MYENSE cp[question-RC| reporter agree H S

a. w L

¢ ¢
| |
w ¢ ¢ w

smile-MYENSE

w

Yumi
w w

question-RC  reporter

! * *

L

I

¢ ¢ ¢
[

w

Yumi e Sl | agree

| | reporter

w
smile-MYENSE  question-RC
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Discussion




Theoretical implications

e Privileging of one CP edge (= left) over the other in the mapping of t

e Inconsistent with the dual-edged approach of Match

o Typically considered to make the same predictions as Align

e Suggests a need for edge-based constraints with respect to

mapping (Ito & Mester 2019)

e Part of an ongoing stream of research looking into Match’s

‘“Asymmetry Problem”

o See Ishihara & Myrberg (2023) for -mapping in Stockholm

Swedish (right edge is privileged); Bellik et al. (2022) for
@-mapping in Japanese (left edge is privileged)




Puzzle

In ambiguous forms:

NP,. Modifier \./P.C NP, Vyarrix
a.NP,. Modifier|[V ] NP_,
V

MATRIX
b.NP, 4 [ Modifidr V.1 NP_,

vy

Obligatory
e If removed: ambiguous
e |If position changed: other reading

VMATRIX




Puzzle

In unambiguous formes:

NP,. Modifier \./P.C NP, Vyarrix
a.NP,. Modifier|[V ] NP_,
V

MATRIX
b.NP, 4 [ Modifidr V.1 NP_,

Yooy

Optional!

VMATRIX




Optionality of boundaries

Optionality of rboundaries before the embedded predicate in
unambiguous forms (cf. ambiguous (a) examples))

(15) Sl J¢t S = U ot= & Ol ™ Ol
Minkyu-ka cangnhankam-ul (BRK) malha-nun chinkwu-eykey cwe-sse
Minkyu-NOM toy-ACC talk-RC friend-DAT give-PST

Minkyu gave a toy to his friend who was talking

(1e) Bl 7t == Z0tol= &t U
Minkyu-ka wuntongcang-ulo (BRK) cohaha-nun chinkwu-lang ka-sse
Minkyu-NOM playground-INSTR like-RC friend-with go-PST

Minkyu went to the playground with the friend he likes




Optionality of boundaries

Optionality of rboundaries after the initial NP in unambiguous
forms (cf. ambiguous (b) examples))

(17) =0IIt O Al AEUE JINE S HO
Yumi-ka (BRK) ecey cilmwunha-yss-ten kica-lul onghoha-lkeya
Yumi-NOM yesterday ask.question-PST-IPFV reporter-ACC support-FUT
Yumi will support the reporter who asked questions yesterday

(18) =0IJt 2 KO CH o &2 Z0ol= DI =2
Yumi-ka (BRK) kyengcey-ey tayhay cilmwunha-nun Kica-ey tonguyhay-sse
Yumi-NOM economics-LOC about ask.question-RC reporter-LOC agree-PST

Yumi agreed with the reporter asking questions about economics




Ambiguity with implausible reading

(19) SOt M= SHOHA e == ototm O
emma-ka chayk-ul ilk-umyense  ca-nun ttal-ul ana-cwe-sse

mother-NOM book-ACC read-MYENSE sleep-RC  daughter-ACC hug-give-PST
a. The mother, while reading a book, hugged her daughter who was sleeping
b. The mother hugged her daughter who was reading a book while (the daughter was) sleeping

e Same syntactic ambiguity as before, with one plausible reading

e Could have an boundary following the -myense verb » optional

e Once two readings become available, the presence of -boundaries is
obligatory




Thank you!
BIAS] S R

kodner.org
Jkodner@g.harvard.edu




