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Domain of prominence in Turkish
* In Turkish words, the default stress position is the final syllable.
* Thisis also the case in the Turkish verbal domain (TVD) when focused:

(1) A: Kim girmis?

‘Who has entered?’
(2) A: Biz ne yaptik?

B: | ZiyaretCi |. ‘What did we do?
visitor _—
‘The visitor’ B: | Gir-di-NiZ. |
enter-PAST-2PL
B': | Ziyaretgi-LER |. ‘(You) entered’
visitor-pL

“The visitors.

 Domain of prominence equals a prosodic word (w) in Turkish

* [tseems from (2) that a TVD matches with a w

The data



Domain of prominence in Turkish

 However, not all TVDs match to a single w

(3) A: Biz ne yapmistik?
‘What did we do?’ —/’_\_’
B: * | Gir-mis -i-di-NiZ. | B": | Gir-MI$ | -i-di-niz. |
enter-PERF-COP-PAST-2PL enter-PERF -COP-PAST-2PL
‘(You) had entered. ‘(You) had entered’

* In certain (often complex) TVDs, prominence is medial (non-final)

e Such TVDs are thus parsed into two ws.
— Leftmost w is the domain of prominence, rightmost w is a post-nuclear w.

(For more on prominence related discussion in TVDs, see Sebuktekin 1984, van der Hulst & van de Weijer 1991,
Kornfilt 1996, Kabak & Vogel 2001, Inkelas & Orgun 2003, Goksel 2010, Giines 2020b, 2020c, among many others)

The data



Recap: The core issue

Q: Why are some TVDs parsed as single ws, while others are split
into two ws?

(2) A: Biz ne yaptik?

‘What did we do? (3) A:  Biz ne yapmistik?

‘What had we done?’

VS. — N\

B: | Gir-MIS | -i-di-niz. |
enter-PERF -COP-PAST-2PL
‘(You) had entered.

B: | Gir-di-NiZ. |
enter-PAST-2PL
‘(You) entered’

Core issue

IS



Extant accounts

* The extant accounts share common assumptions

— TDVs are formed via roll-up head raising

— Head-raising into the copula is disallowed

* They differ in their assumptions about syntax-prosody mapping

— Domain of prominence is a phasal Spell-out domain

— Domain of prominence is an M-word
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Extant accounts

— N e AsSPP is a spell-out domain
(4) | Gér-MUS | -i-di.| e Aspisan M-word

See-PERF  -COP-PAST

‘(She) has seen.’

t
[VSEE] t, vV ASP[PERF]

(7]
]
c
>
o
(S
(S
©
]
c
©
.
x
Ll




Extant accounts

| —

(5) | GOr-dU-LER. |
see-PAST-3PL
‘(They) saw.

* TPis aspell-out domain
* Tisan M-word

™
\
P @ M-word
=W
/\ o
t[\/SEE] Ly v T[PAST]
NB: AGR attachesto T /\ /\
as a dissociated morpheme VSEE V. Tieasyy AGRppy
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Novel data

Optional variable w-formation in the TVD



Optional variable w formation in TVDs: Final-AGR

 The size of the ws in TVDs is also variable
* Prominence domain may exclude or include the subject agreement (AGR)

* No semantic, pragmatic, or information structural import (sebiiktekin 1984, Goksel
2010, Giines 2021a)

(6)  [((Yap-tir-il-di-lar),, )y 1, (Giines 2020b)

make-CAUS-PASS-PAST-3PL
‘They have been made.
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Optional variable w formation in TVDs: Final-AGR

* TVDs with a single-w may optionally be split into two ws
(7)  [((Yap-tir-il-di ), (-lar), )g 1, (Giines 2020b)

make-CAUS-PASS-PAST -3PL
‘They have been made.

‘They have been made.”

300

2504
2004

S 1501 ®

T o

= 100 ©

e H L L% -

= vap t1 11l di lar -

make -CAUS-PASS -PST -3PL v

>
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Optional variable w formation in TVDs: Medial-AGr

* The same optional variable sizing also applies in medial AGR
contexts.

(8) A: Ziyaretciler ne yapmislardi?
‘What did the visitors do?’

B: | Gir-MiS | -ler-di.| But not the entire string!

enter-PERF-3PL-PAST _—
‘(They) had entered. B'": * | Gir-mis-ler-Di. |
— “\_ enter-PERF-3PL-PAST
‘(They) had entered.

B’: | Gir-mis-LER|-di. |
enter-PERF-3PL-PAST
‘(They) had entered’ o

Novel data



Optional variable w formation in TVDs: Medial-AGR

e (Split) w-formation possibilities with medial-AGR cunes 20200

Singular Plural Gloss
1 (gor-dii-m),, (-s€)q (gor-dii-K)e (-s€)e
AGRFin the 1% @ | 2™ (gor-dii-n)e (-se€)e (gOr-dii-niiz), (-s€)e | see-PST-AGR-COND
3vd N/A (gor-dii-ler)e (-se)e
1t | *Flgor-did), (-m-se)e | *Fl(gor-dil)e (-k-se)e
AGRrin the 2% @y | 224 | *Fl(gor-dit)e (-n-se)o | (g61-dil)s (-niiz-se), | see-PST-AGR-COND
3vd N/A (gor-dii)e (-ler-se)q
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Optional variable w formation in TVDs: Final-AGR

e (Split) w-formation possibilities with final-AGR (cines 20200)

Singular Plural Gloss
1 (gel-di-m)e (gel-di-K)e
2nd (gel-di-n)e (gel-di-niz)a come-PSTE-AGR
3w - (gel-di-ler),
AGRr without 1+ I e
split o-formation (gel-ce-m)o (ge _Le_;‘j}m
2nd (gel-ce-n)o (gel-ce-niz)q come-FUTzz-AGR
3rd -- (gel-cek-ler),
3rd -- (gel-ecek-ler), come-FUTz-AGR
1t #Pl(gel-di)e (-m)e  *F1 (gel-di)e (-K)o
and P (gel-di)g (-1)g (gel-di)e (-niz)e come-PSTx-AGR
3w - (gel-di)e (-ler)e
AGRFr with split
st #[P] _ B #[P] - -
o-formation 1 (gel-ce)o (-m)a (gel-ce)o (-2)o
20d =Pl (gelce)y (-n) (gel-ce)o fnizeo come-FUTrz-AGR
3rd -- (gel-cek)o (-ler)w
3w - (gel-ecek),, (-ler)q come-FUTz-AGR
AGRc¢ without 15 * (gel-eceg-im)e * (gel-eceg-iz)e
. . come-FUTz-AGR
split o-formation  2vd # (ge]-ecek-sin)o * (gel-ecek-siniz)q
AGRc with split 1% l-ece),, (§-im)e l-ece)o (&-i2)n
Rc Wi 1.sp 1 (gel-ece), (g-im) (gel-ece),, (&-iz) COME-FUTZ-AGR
o-formation 2 (gel-ecek)o (-sin)e  (gel-ecek)s (-siniz)e
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Optional variable w formation in TVDs: Final-AGR

* Variable w-formation not possible in some TVDS (sines 20200

Singular

Plural

Gloss

AGRFW

split o-formation

lst
znd
3rd
lst
znd
3rd
3rcl

ithout

(gel-di-m)e
(gel-di-n)e
(gel-ce-m),

(gel-ce-n)o

(gel-di-k)e
(gel-di-niz)e
(gel-di-ler)e

(gel-ce-z)e
(gel-ce-niz)o

(gel-cek-ler)e

(gel-ecek-ler),

come-PSTrk-AGR

come-FUTRrz-AGR

come-FuUTz-AGR

15t *F1 (gel-di)e, (-m)q
2w+l (gel-di) (-1,

15t *[P] (gEI-CE}m (-m)em
2md #P] (gel-ce)o (-1

#[P] (gel-d])m I:‘-]{‘k-)
(gel-di), (-niz)e
(gel-di) (-ler)o

#[P] (gel-ce)@ (-2)o
(gel-ce)w fnide
(gel-cek)o (-ler)e

(gel-ecek)e (-ler)q

come-PSTg-AGR

come-FUTgrz-AGR

come-FuUTz-AGR

3rd
th split
ation
See GuUnes )
(2020b) 3
3rd
AGRc wif%\l\*

split ®-formation 2nd

(gel-eceg-im),

* (gel-ecek-sin)e

* (gel-eceg-iz)e

* (gel-ecek-siniz)e

come-FuUTz-AGR

AGRc Wi

m-formation 9nd

th split 1%

(gel-ece), (&-im)g
(gel-ecek)w (-sin)e

(gel-ece)q (g-iz)e

(gel-ecek)eo (-siniz)e

come-FuUTz-AGR
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data

Novel



Can extant analyses account
for the novel data?



Roll-up head raising accounts = not extendible

Variable parsing of AGR is not predicted. /\
Spell-out TP
domain/M-word /\
= vP T

(9) a. | Gir-mis-LER |1 -di.| prominence /\ [PAST]
enter-PERF-3PL-PAST domain
‘(They) have entered. Aspp - CoP
Spell-out domain VP/\ASP
i - [ ]
b.!| Gir-Mi§ | -ler -di.|  /MWor aN /P<
enter-PERF-3PL-PAST % . ¢ ;
Prominence domain [VSEE] v Vo ASPpere

‘(They) have entered.

AN

VSEE Vv
ASPperr) AGR(3p)

 Because AGR is realized within the Spell-out domain, itis
predicted to always be contained in the prominence domain.
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My proposal:
Lowering of Aspand T



My proposal: Lowering
A hybrid account

* The deepest M-word matches with a prosodic word
 M-words may be derived via head raising PLUS lowering

Q: What lowers?

* | claim that Asp and T undergo lowering

AN TN

My account

=
(000)



My proposal: Lower then map into prosody

 The M-word that is generated after lowering = w

(10) | Gor-MUS [ -i-di. | (11) | Gor-DU. |
see-PERF-COP-PAST see-PAST
‘(She) has seen’ ‘(She) saw.
vP
vP tASP[PERF] M-word - w vP tT[PST] y
c
=
(o]
Vv (8]
Y ASP pere Tipsm ©
/N /N .
VSEE v VSEE v s

=
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My proposal: (Partial) Lowering

 The semantically vacuous variable parsing of AGR
arises through optional partial lowering

— A complex head can lower
(i) fully (lower the maximal head).
(ii) or partially (lower the terminal head).

My account

N
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My proposal: (Partial) Lowering

Full Iowe@g\_ Partial lowering
(12) | Gér-mis-LER | -i-di. | (13) | Gor-MUS | -ler-i-di. |

see-PERF-3PL-COP-PAST see-PERF-3PL-COP-PAST
‘(They) have seen! ‘(They) have seen!’
AspP AspP
o (AP ) VP ASP per
Asp AGR /\ Asp //\AGR
/\ \ [PERF] [3PL]) [PERF] [3PL]

<
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My proposal: (Partial) Lowering

Full lowering

— N\
(12) | G6r-mUs-LER | -i-di. |
see-PERF-3PL-COP-PST
‘(They) have seen!

AspP
vP t

ASP[PERF]

ASP oy

/N

ASPipere)  AGR(zpy

N\

VSEE v

Partial lowering

(13) | Gor-MUS | Terd. |

see-PERF-3PL-COP-PST
‘(They) have seen!’

AspP
VP ASP b
t
ASPIPERF] AGR(zpy]
/V\ ASPpey
VSEE v

N
N

My account



My proposal: Correct further predictions

e Variable parsing is observed in the absence of copula

(14) a. | Git-ti-Niz. |
g0-PAST-2PL
‘(You all) went.

TP

/\
vP t.

vV TipasT]

N

T
VGO v [PAST] AGR(zp;

b. | Git-Tl | -niz. |

‘(You all) went.

/\

g0-PAST-2PL

TP

T[PAST]

) AGR[sz]
Tieast]

My account



Bonus: Syntax-prosody mismatches in TVDs

 TVDs with three TAM morphemes are analyzed as having a
tripartite structure on all extant analyses, including mine

e But prosodically, TVDs can maximally contain two ws

(15) [Gel-ecek] [-i-di] [-y-se-ler] morphosyntax
4\
(Gel-eCEK)w (-i-di -y-se-ler)w prosody

come-FUT  -COP-PST -COP-COND-3PL
‘if it were the case that they would come.’

("]
Q
i =
(S}
)
(1)
S
(7]
S
>
©
o
(7}
o
S
o
1
x
(1]
)
==
>
v




Bonus: Syntax-prosody mismatches in TVDs

[BinMax, ¢]:

— A prosodic grammar constraint that favours phonological phrases
(¢ps) containing 1 or 2 ws over ¢s containing 3 or more ws

(see I1t6 & Mester 1992; Mester 1994; Hewitt 1994; Selkirk 2000; among others)

[BinMax, @] outranks the Match constraints in Turkish (Gines 2015)

The complex TVD case in (15) is a syntax-prosody mismatch
generated through an interplay of prosodic grammar constraints

If correct, this analysis supports the view that some syntax-
prosody mismatches arise via the mediating influence of the
prosodic grammar

("]
(]
£
(S}
e
({]
£
(7]
S
>
©
o]
("]
o
O
Q.

Syntax-




Conclusion

In a complex head, lowering may target a maximal
head (full lowering), or a terminal head (partial
lowering)

Lowering of or from complex heads results in prosodic
variability in languages in which M-word=w

Asp and T lower in Turkish

Some cases of syntax-prosody mismatches in the TVD
may be accounted for by prosodic well-formedness
constraints (i.e. BinMax).
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Appendix



Phase or phase complement as the spell-out domain?

* If AGRrealizes a phase head X, then one might postulate that
either XP or the complement of XP is spelled-out

/\ (16) a. Gir-mis-LER-di. Phase

vP enter-PERF-3PL-PST = w
//\ ‘(They) have entered’
AGRP Cop
A L= == . > Spell-out
\ b. |Glr-MIS»:—Ier—dl. domain

enter-PERF-3PL-PST —

- W
/\ ! ‘(They) have entered’

vP

ASPpege)
t /\t Shortcomings
y A . |
o 2 *Preerr) * AGR as phase head is not motivated
VSEE Vv * Lose possibility of connecting M-words

to ws (unless one allows roll-up into
phase heads)
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Optional null copula as a blocking head?

* One might entertain the existence of optional null copulas to derive
some split-w configurations

(17) a. | Gor-du —LER. |

. (17b) | Gér-DU | -ler.|
b. | Gér-DU | -ler. | /\

see-PAST -3PL

‘(They) saw.’ /\
Shortcomings /\ /\

cop  AGR3p;
* Alleged additional copula vP

T[PAST]
cannot be pronounced /\
(*gor-di-i-ler) /\
o Erysee L, Tipast)
* No conceptual motivation
for additional copula /\
VSEE
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Bonus: Syntax-prosody mismatches in TVDs

* The restriction to two ws per ¢ is observed elsewhere in
Turkish, e.g., in complex nominal expressions (Gunes 2015, 2020a)

(18) Subject NP, broad focus context (Gines 2020)

[[ne [ap Uzun] [ pelerinli]] [ kadin]]

long caped woman
a. ((UZUN)w (pelerinli  kadin)w)e
b. ((UZUN  PELERINL)w (kadin)w)e
C. ((UZUN  PELERINLI KADIN)w)d

d. * ((UZUN)w (PELERiNLi)w (KADIN)w)d
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Bonus: Syntax-prosody mismatches in TVDs

(18) Subject NP, broad focus context (Gines 2020a)
[[ne [ap Uzun] [ pelerinli]] [\ kadin]]
long caped woman

a. ((UZUN)w (pelerinli  kadin)w)e

3&::-_ .--""F-._ % rd f,.-m., M w3 w3
U ~ uzun _ pelerini  kadin
04 e L | |
2 | | T )
o0 (W Wy
1 rom - & rm | k| ka dm

(7}
Q
i =
(S}
)
(1)
S
(7]
S
>
©
o
(7}
o
S
o
1
x
(1]
)
==
>
(%)




Bonus: Syntax-prosody mismatches in TVDs

(18) Subject NP, broad focus context (Gines 2020a)

[[ne [ap Uzun] [ pelerinli]] [\ kadin]]
long caped woman

b. ((UZUN  PELERINL)w (kadin)w)é

r_l_l.u. f " un w3
' ull L . uzun |::u-3ln5:rir1li| kadin
|r. J |
E1: (W w)g
2| mm |pe| k| oo || I= Jm
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Bonus: Syntax-prosody mismatches in TVDs

(18) Subject NP, broad focus context (Gines 2020a)
[[ne [ap Uzun] [ pelerinli]] [\ kadin]]
long caped woman

C. ((UZUN  PELERINLi  KADIN)w)d

300 ;..:_,,.-"":.,' w4 w2 w3
W - -

uzun  pelerinh I-cadml
i i
e J
- . E- T
|
1 | mm | pe [ Je|mm | L | ka din {[L]h.

%]
Q
i =
(S}
)
(1)
S
(7]
S
>
©
o
(%]
o
S
o
1
x
(1]
-
==
>
(%)




Bonus: Syntax-prosody mismatches in TVDs

* Why not (19a or b)?

(19) [Gel-ecek] [-i-di] [-y-se-ler] morphosyntax
a. *(Gel-ecek-i-Di Ju (-y-se-ler)w prosody
b. *(Gel-ecek-i-di -y-se-LER)w
come-FUT  -COP-PST -COP-COND-3PL

‘if it were the case that they would come.

Goksel (2010) lexical specification account: copula refuses to bear nuclear stress.
BUT: (20) A: Ogrenci misiniz?

‘Are you a student’
B: (i-Di-M. )w

COP-PAST-1SG

‘I was.’

Nuclear Prominence on the deepest constituent:

The nuclear-w corresponds to the syntactically deepest M-word in TVDs, which conforms to
Cinque’s (1993) nuclear stress assignment rule, Stress Deepest.

("]
Q
£
(8
)
(1)
€
(7]
S
>
©
o
("]
o
o
1
x
(1]
)
c
>
v




M-word # prosodic word

The participle form in the verbal complex does not
correspond to a prosodic word/head when unfocused.

H- L H L%

the.visitor-pl Aynur-acc see perf 3pl psy

N,
N—

The visitors had seen Aynur.




Head movement versus lowering

* The timing of the agreement

 The parser applies either before or after the agreement
shows up

e Case and agreement on the nominal spine do not show the
same optional parsing that we observe on verbs.

(20) (Okul-u) vs. * (Okul)u

school-Acc school-Acc
‘the school’ ‘the school’
x
(21) (Sev-en-ler-imiz) vs. * (Sev-en-ler)imiz -
love-REL-PL-1POSS love-REL-PL-1POSS °
‘those who love us’ ‘those who love us’ S
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TVD and its morphological make-up

“Medial” prominence placement on TVDs is a well-studied

phenomenon of Turkish.
(Sebuiktekin 1984, van der Hulst & van de Weijer 1991, Kornfilt 1996, Kabak & Vogel 2001, Inkelas
& Orgun 2003, Goksel 2010, among many others).

Medial prominence (hence split w-formation) is observed in

TVDs with Pa rticular morphemes (‘prestressing morphemes’ Goksel &
Kerslake 2005).

e.g.: -Epistemic copula (-Dlr),
-Copula (-y, i, @)
-Conditional marker (-(y)sA)
-Polar question particle (-ml)
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Splitting the TVD in prosody

(23) A: Had the visitors seen Bill?

B: [((gér'mu§)w-Np ('Ier'¢‘di)w)@]t-|:
see-PERF -3PL-COP-PAST
Lit: ‘Had seen!

Figure 2. F0O of an elliptical declarative clause in verb-new context (S8Ve)
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