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Introduction

» Theme vowels (TV) - pieces of verbal morphology that appear
between the root and the agreement endings.

> Spanish
(1) cant-a-r tem-e-r part-i-r
sing-TV-INF  fear-Tv-INF  leave-TV-INF
Class 1 Class 2 Class 3

> TVs are traditionally believed to be meaningless, existing purely
for morphological reasons (Aronoff 1994; Oltra-Massuet 1999).
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Introduction

» in Slavic, some TVs are syntactically and semantically active
(Taraldsen Medova & Wiland 2019; Simonovi¢ & MiSmas 2022;
Caha et al. 2023; Matushansky 2024; Kovacevi¢ et al. 2024;
Vyshnevska 2025)
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-i,-nu, -a, -y
ADJECTIVE VERB
root AGR translation | root TV INF translation type
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Four TVs

ADJECTIVE VERB
root AGR translation |root TV INF translation type
vesel yj ‘merry’ vesel i ty ‘togetmerrier’ Inch
blid yi ‘pale’ blid nu ty ‘toget paler’ Inch
deSev-§ yj ‘cheaper’ |[deSev-S a ty ‘togetcheaper’ Inch
vesel yj ‘merry’ vesel y ty ‘tomake merrier’ Caus

Table 2: Adjectives and deadjectival verbs

Pugh & Press (1999: 268): “Of these, -i and -y are the most
productive suffixes and they have very specific functions: the former
expresses intransitivity, while the latter expresses the corresponding
transitive notion; both can occur with the same base form.”
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Focus of this talk: two TVs

ADJECTIVE VERB
root AGR translation|root TV INF translation type
vesel vyj ‘merry’ vesel i ty ‘togetmerrier’ Inch

vesel vyj ‘merry’

vesel y ty ‘tomake merrier’ Caus

Table 3: Adjectives and deadjectival verbs
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> focusing on inchoatives and causatives, to explain the
distribution of TVs -i and -y using the framework of Nanosyntax
(Starke 2009; Caha 2009)
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Aims of this talk

> focusing on inchoatives and causatives, to explain the
distribution of TVs -i and -y using the framework of Nanosyntax
(Starke 2009; Caha 2009)

» to illustrate how different sizes of lexical entries determine the
choice of a TV

> to account for the fact that while -i verbs are predominantly
deadjectival, -y verbs are not

> to provide a (tentative) solution for other types of -y verbs
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Adjectives

root AGR translation

vesel yj  ‘merry’
bil yi  ‘white’

Table 4: Simple adjectives
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Adjectives

root AGR translation
vesel yj  ‘merry’
bil yi  ‘white’

Table 4: Simple adjectives

root SUF AGR translation

bid n yi  ‘poor’
mits n yi  ‘mighty’

Table 5: Complex adjectives
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-i verbs

Adjective Inchoative
root AGR translation|root TV INF translation
1.{vesel yj ‘merry’ vesel i ty ‘tobecome merrier’
2. | bil yi ‘white’ bil ity ‘tobecome whiter’

Table 6: Adjectives and inchoatives
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-y verbs

» the focus of this talk: causatives

Causative
root TV INF translation
vesel y ty ‘tomake X merrier’
bil y ty ‘to make X whiter’

Adjective
root AGR translation
vesel yj ‘merry’
bil yi ‘white’

1.
2.

Table 8: Adjectives and causatives
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-y verbs

» derived from both simple and complex adjectives

Table 9: Adjectives and causatives
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-y verbs

» derived from both simple and complex adjectives

Table 9: Adjectives and causatives

> some -y verbs are deadjectival

Adjective Causative
root SUF AGR translation|root SUF TV INF translation
1. | vesel vi ‘merry’ vesel y ty ‘tomake X merrier’
2. | bil vi ‘white’ bil y ty ‘tomake X whiter’
3.| bid n vyj ‘poor’ bid n y ty ‘tomakeX poorer’
4.\mits n yj ‘mighty’ mits n y ty ‘tomake X mightier’
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-y verbs

» many denominal verbs

Noun Causative
root translation | root TV INF translation
smix ‘laughter’ | smis y ty ‘tomake X laugh’

obraza ‘offense’ |obraz y ty ‘tooffend X’
monitor ‘monitor’ | monitor y ty ‘to monitor X’
mylo ‘soap’ myl y ty ‘tolather X’

Eal SR

Table 10: Nouns and causatives
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-y verbs

» predominantly underived verbs

root TV INF translation
var y ty ‘toboil X
mol y ty ‘tobegX
pros y ty ‘toaskX
kos y ty ‘tomowX

bl

Table 11: Underived causatives
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-i vs. -y verbs

» belong to different conjugation classes (Grescuk 1995)
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2PL  veselij-e-te  2PL vesel-y-te
3PL  veselij-u-tj 3PL vesel-ja-tj

Conjugation 1
P -e and -y are class markers, not TVs (Vyxovanetsj & Horodensjka

2004)

Conjugation 2
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-i vs. -y verbs

» belong to different conjugation classes (Grescuk 1995)

vesel-i-ty (Inch) vesel-y-ty (Caus)
1SG vesel-ij-u 1SG vesel-ju
2S5G vesel-ij-e-s  2SG  vesel-@-y-3
3SG vesel-ij-e-(tj) 3SG vesel-&-y-tj
1PL vesel-ij-e-mo 1PL vesel-g-y-mo
2PL vesel-ij-e-te  2PL vesel-@-y-te
3PL vesel-ij-u-tj 3PL vesel-J-ja-tj

Conjugation 1

Conjugation 2

» -iturnsinto -ij in the present tense

> the behaviour of TVs differs: while -i is preserved, -y is dropped
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-i vs. -y verbs

Inchoative Causative
root SUF TV INF translation root SUF TV INF translation
1.|vesel ity ‘to become merrier’ |vesel y ty ‘to make X merrier’
2. | bil ity ‘toturn whiter’ bil y ty ‘to make X whiter’
3.|bid n i ty ‘tobecomepoorer’ [bid n y ty ‘tomake X poorer’
4./mits n i ty ‘to become mightier’|mits n y ty ‘to make X mightier’
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Summary

» -iand -y verbs differ in argument structure: while -i verbs are
intransitive, -y verbs are transitive

» -iand -y verbs belong to different conjugation classes

v

both can be derived from simple and complex adjectives

» while -i verbs are predominantly derived from adjectives, -y
verbs are predominantly underived
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The structure of adjectives

» decompositional approach to adjectives in Vanden Wyngaerd

et al. (2020)
(2) AP (3) POINTP
/\
POINT DIRP
/\

DIR DIMP
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The structure of adjectives

» decompositional approach to adjectives in Vanden Wyngaerd

et al. (2020)
(2) AP (3) POINTP
A PomRP
DmmP

» DIM - dimension (e.g. size, velocity, height, color)

\

DIR - direction (gradability)

P POINT - a point on the scale (it ‘points’ to a contextual standard)
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The structure of verbs

» following Ramchand (2008), vP is decomposed into three
projections: Result (RES), Process (PROC), and Initiator (INIT)
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The structure of verbs

» following Ramchand (2008), v is decomposed into three
projections: Result (RES), Process (PROC), and Initiator (INIT)

> INIT is present in causatives, but absent in inchoatives

Causatives Inchoatives
(6) INITP (7) PROCP
INIT PrROCP PrOC RESP

N

PrROC RESP
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The complete decomposed structure: causatives

PROCP

PN

PrROC
RES POINTP

PN

POINT DIRP

;:E\‘\\u DIR DIm
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The complete decomposed structure

INFP

N

INF AspP

RN

Asp PROCP

PN

v PROC RESP
RES POINTP
POINT DIRP

N

adj DIR DIM

: inchoatives
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The framework

» seal - seal-s vs.
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(8) PLP (9) PLP
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» morphemes come in different sizes, i.e. they lexicalise different
portions of the syntactic structure

(10) PLP (1)

seal )

mice

29/53



The framework
Nanosyntax (Starke 2009; Caha 2009)

» submorphemic syntax (there are more featural distinctions than
there are morphemes available)

» phrasal lexicalisation (lexicalisation targets phrases, not heads)
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Analysis

31/53



The main idea

» roots and TVs lexicalise different amounts of structure
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The main idea

» roots and TVs lexicalise different amounts of structure

> as a result, there are morphological differences
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Lexical entries: adjectives

» simple adjectives have roots of size PointP
POINTP & vesel ‘merry’

POINT DIRP

DIR DimP

A
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Lexical entries: adjectives

» simple adjectives have roots of size PointP
POINTP & vesel ‘merry’

POINT DIRP

DIR DimP

A

> they do not need an adjectivizing suffix, because they lexicalise
the entire adjectival structure
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Lexical entries: adjectives

> complex adjectives have roots of size DIMP
DIMP & mits ‘mighty’

A
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Lexical entries: adjectives

> complex adjectives have roots of size DIMP
DIMP & mits ‘mighty’

A

> they are ‘small’ and need the help of an adjectivizing suffix to
lexicalise the remaining structure
POINTP < n

N

POINT DIRP

DIR
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Lexical entries: TVs

> TV -y lexicalises only the verbal structure (RES, PROC, INIT, ASP)

> TV -i lexicalises a part of the adjectival structure (POINT) and

verbal structure (RES, PROC, ASP)

AsPP &y ASPP &
AmTP ASP/EDCP
INIT  PROCP PR@SP

RES POINT
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Causatives

DimM DIR POINT RES PROC INIT AsP INF
vesel y ty

mits [0 y ty

Table 12: The structure of causatives
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Causatives

DIM DIR POINT RES PROC INIT ASP INF
vesel y ty

sl v

Table 12: The structure of causatives

> TV -y lexicalises the verbal structure

> it merges with either a simple adjective (size POINT) or complex
adjective (size DIM + suffix -n)

> INIT is present in causatives
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Causatives

DiM DIR POINT RES PROC INIT ASP INF

vesel y ty

AspPP

POINTP

N N
POINT DIRP AsP INITP
N

DIR DimP INIT PROCP

A N
PRrROC RESP

|
RES
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Causatives

DiM DIR POINT RES PROC INIT ASP INF

[T

AspPP

POINTP /\
N AsP  INITP
POINT DIRP

PROCP

N

PROC RESP

RES

INIT

DIrR
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Inchoatives

DiM DIR POINT RES PROC INIT ASP INF

vesel i ty
mits - i ty

Table 13: The structure of inchoatives
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Inchoatives

DiM DIR POINT RES PROC INIT ASP INF

vesel i ty
mits - i ty

Table 13: The structure of inchoatives

» TV -ilexicalises a part of the adjectival structure (POINT) and the
verbal structure (RES, PROC, ASP)

» INIT is absent in inchoatives
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Inchoatives
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Table 14: The structure of inchoatives
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Inchoatives

DiM DIR POINT RES PROC INIT ASP INF

vesel i ty
mits [ i ty

Table 14: The structure of inchoatives

> TV -j causes the root or the suffix to ‘shrink’ because of the
overlap in features

POINTP < vesel ‘merry’ PointP < n AsPP &
POINT DIRP Point DirP Asp  PROCP
DIR DimP D‘ir PROC  RESP
REs POINTP
PO‘INT
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Inchoatives

DiM DIR POINT RES PROC INIT ASP INF

vesel i - ty

DIRP

DIR

RESP

N

RES  POINTP

POINT

PrROC
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Inchoatives

DiM DIR POINT RES PROC INIT ASP INF

mits - i - ty

AspP

N

Asp  PROCP

N

PROC RESP

N

RES POINTP

POINT
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Causatives and inchoatives

DiM DIR POINT RES PROC INIT AsP INF|type
vesel y ty | Caus

vesel i ty | Inch
mits - i ty

Table 15: The structure of inchoatives and causatives
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Beyond regular causatives

> stative causatives: ‘fake causatives’, taste predicates

Adjective Causative
root SUF AGR translation|root SUF TV INF translation
1. |star yj ‘old’ star y ty ‘tomake Xlook old’
2. [ molod yj ‘young’ molod y ty ‘to make X look young’
‘to taste bitter’

3. | hir k yj ‘bitter’ hir ¢y ty

Table 16: Adjectives and stative causatives

» Dyachkov (2021) on Russian
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Beyond regular causatives

» how do stative causatives differ from real causatives?
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Beyond regular causatives

» how do stative causatives differ from real causatives?
» they lexicalise INITP, but not PROCP (Dyachkov 2021)

causatives stative causatives
(12) INITP (23) INITP
INIT PrROCP INIT RESP

N

PROC RESP
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Beyond regular causatives

» in Nanosyntax, a pointer allows the lexical entry to ‘shrink’ in the

middle (Vanden Wyngaerd 2018)

» pointer in the lexical entry of the TV -y; as a result, it can

lexicalise either INIT, PROC, RES, or INIT, RES
AspP &y

N

Asp  INITP

INIT  PROCP

N

PrROC RESP

RES
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Beyond regular causatives

DimMm DIR POINT RES INIT ASP INF

star y ty

AspP

POINTP

/\ /\
PoINT DIRP AsP INITP
/\ /\
DIR DimP INIT RESP
A
RES

star
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Conclusion
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Conclusion

» inchoatives and causatives in Ukrainian have different markers:
TV -i and -y, respectively

» this is reflected structurally: the lexical entry of -y contains INIT,
which is not present in -/

> -jverbs are predominantly deadjectival, while -y verbs are
predominantly underived

» this can be explained in terms of their lexical entries: TV -i
lexicalises part of the adjectival structure, while -y doesn’t

» other meanings of the -y verbs can be accounted for by pointers
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Denominal inchoatives

Noun Inchoative
root translation|root TV INF translation
1.|zalj ‘pity’ Zal ity ‘“toregret’
2.|zvir ‘beast’ zvir ity ‘togowild’
3.|dub ‘oak’ dub i ty ‘togetnumb’

Table 17: Nouns and inchoatives



Prefixed causatives and inchoatives

END DIM DIR POINT RES PROC INIT AspP |NF|type

mits y ty [Caus
mits i - ty | Inch

Table 18: Prefixed causative and inchoative with z-

> Perfective is derived by merging the imperfective with END
(Wiland 2025)
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Prefixed causatives and inchoatives

DELIM END DIM DIR POINT RES PROC INIT Asp |NF|type

vesel y ty [Caus
vesel i - ty | Inch

Table 19: Prefixed causative and inchoative with po-

> in case of vesel, it’s the prefix po-
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Prefixed causatives and inchoatives

DELiIMm END DimM DIR POINT RES PROC INIT AsSP INF|type

vesel y ty [Caus
vesel i - ty | Inch

Table 19: Prefixed causative and inchoative with po-

> in case of vesel, it’s the prefix po-

» apart from END, it also lexicalises DELIM (deliminative ‘a little
bit’) (Wiland 2025)
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