@.m &CL/ There are fwo kinds of syllabic consonants: (Germanic) /eft-branchers and (Slavic) right-branchers %
8th Old World

Y, sh
R 6039, chRs - ILF - N

~ Emilie CARATINI*, Olivier R1zzoLo*, Tobias SCHEER* & Markéta ZIkovAT Conference in Phonology
Wngersité * Laboratoire BCL (UNS/CNRS), T Masaryk University Manakech
h caratini@unice.fr, rizzolo@unice.fr, scheer@unice.fr, zikova@phil.muni.cz lanuary, 19-22, 2011

0. The Issue: Syllabic Consonants (SCs) Araument: 1. Leff- VS. r'{th-b.r'anchiqg of SCs: diagnostics
SCs are 'phonological hermaphrodites': o o . rg " Two kinds of fests/diagnostics | |
SCs are ‘consonants which behave like vowels' . Two distinct empirical situations regarding SCs: A. Re'“*'O“ShfP with a preceding (schwa-like)
- Anchoring of SCs: . - effects to their left (the nucleus to their leftis active) “UC'?U-ZI ,CfA(A)-
in the nucleus ~ - Option 1 . - effects to their right (the nucleus to their right is active) g NG dumkel Faonkdl < OHG funkal
vsS. in a consonantal position - Option 2 2 Option 1 cannot express this variation : €.g.. ok > C. unxe [IdU_lj 1] funka
- Structure of SCs: et eeeeeteaeetesaeeeeeae et e et R et e AR AR et R LA LA R e ettt et e ee e en e _Eng. button[batn] < Fr. boton
right- - Option 2a . .and/or' in synchrony (free variation)
vs. Jeft- _ Op"'lOﬂ 2b (A) ————— . .................................. . (B) eg.. free ngahlon be'rweeln oC ans{ C. )
vsS.  right- and /eft-branching - Option 2c i Conclusion: E‘Hebdl/”f\’e/[ '[b dUUi(].l] Or['[b dUllj]k.l] dark
oC C | Glosses : - SCs sit in onsets and branch either on a : .| 1 : ng. bottle [botal] or | bot
Option 1. SCs are ruclear in essence . — - . preceding ora following nucleus Serbian | Satrovacki | Glosses
Literature: Carr [1993], Hayes [1989], Kenstowicz [1994], dunkel | [ dugkel] [dunkl] | “dark T b : ot bt smor rsmo  “boredom” |B. Behaviour of SCs with regards to a following
Rubach [1977], Spencer [1996]... o} Boden | ['bo:don] ['bo:dn] | “floor” P - arqmefr/c variation: leff- vs. right- C.r# “tyar retva “thing"” consonant cluster (CC), cf. (B):
SCs show vowel-like behaviour: _— ™ 6. Leben | [leben] [lebm] | “life” . branchingness cvet tacve “flower" o T
- SCs are syllable peaks (cf < N Degen | [ de:gon]  [de:g] | “sword” : - Long SCs (like long vowels) branch on 2 i, e i covi v ke (s in diachrony or)
| Y P . N Rh Hafen ['hg:fan] ['hgfm] "harbour” nuclei ( left AND I'fg/‘lf cf Slovak) od dbora “JciT " ° In synch/"ony
poetry:. counted by nCl'I'IVZS) einem | [tamom]  ['?amnm] | “a, one” : ¢ T . : 9 g Y .
: 2 Can /eft- AND right-branchingness : . . e.g.. SCs may be followed by the same CCs as
- SCs may bear stress (at bottle | ['botal 'botl "bottle” : 3 = C = Cs, in Serbian : :
. . N Co [botal] - [botl] L VL MRS : ' real vowels in Czech, Slovak and Serbian
least in certain languages) E. button | ['baton] ['dugkl] | “button” o g9 guag '
BUT: ‘ /,,hyfhm [I.Hégm] [I.IIél];l] “r‘hyThm" ........................................................................ For.ms Glosses SCS may never'. be fo.”owed by Complex Coda(_
- Coﬂfusio” befween /ﬂelbfﬂesenfaf/'oﬂ X e C = QC, !n E ' !! h nd 6 erman d . - l - OHSZT) C|LIS1'€I"S n E”ghSh Gnd Gel"man
(shape) and function (behaviour) ‘ SC f,’/:i;,f (".\‘;\)ﬁi"(},e > Cormbl 9 . £ 4
i} ' ' ' - , - S: - R . Complementary distribution of diaghostics:
>trong t.//a/.af/o/? of basic autoseg ¢ OSL in (Standard) German: " consonantal in essence bnknout (To) Jingle L ; hibit : id for A OR fg B - not f
mental principles: the phonological iden- > (Gl Cz " “(+0) be a anguage exhiDIT evidence Tor A Lk Tor not tor
tity as well as the pronunciation of pieces of melody MHG NHG Glosses o Short SCs: narrpriy little bitter” both at the same time
depenhdsd on the type of constituent that they are | ™ " o] “berry” vV C | c v blbec. blb-gce di0T (Nom. Sg. English and German: SCs alternates with oC
(Tt:rfuc : :ch and [i] for example have the same melodic ~€9@ 2y | [tsuk] frain’ T | \ “‘ - G :k ?\Z”' 59-)" SCs are never f(.)llowed by CCs
identity, the difference being one of association: [jl1is | ¢ ¢ kege/ [Ilkig-ll ““cone"" JC or C Se. drrf'dcanj'e “rurtyeloeif'nz" Serbian, Czech efc. : C alfernates with Cs
produced if the melody is dominated by an onset, [i] in Boden | ['bo:dn] floor . : . v = —— . SCs may be followed by CCs
case it depends on a hucleus. Therefore something thatis | _ CCV hahse [hakss]  “knuckle" German, English... | Serbian (+ Satrovacki), 55”:‘,7 “;Oi,, = Two very different structures appear as SCs on
associated to a nucleus (and to nothing else) cannot be | _CC @  alt ['alt] “old" (P . ', ,C:‘,"Ch')S'm’“k"' Sl. [;i 5{ ; fin; o the surface
pronounced as a consonant. . ccc /nsel [zl  Cisland” Y om grgge rie varianon hrst” “figth > The difference between German-like and Czech-
-> No symmerry between consonants s’randmg in| =777 hinten | ['hmty] behind .\9/ ' c v ; (Blaho [2004:24]) like SCs cannot be accounted for if we assume that
nuclear position (SCs) and vowels standing in , SCs simply sit in the nucleus
consonantal posi’rion (glides): a vowel (e.g. [i]) sitting Lengthening Lic. L.eng fhe.nm_q Gov. \I/ - formed Wellformed
in a consonantal position is pronounced as a consonant (e.g. possible | ‘ "mp ass,b/e $ IS C Gov Gov Gov 3. Conclus
[j]) but a consonant which sits in a nucleus is NOT ‘ unlicensed | Slovak... Oroh : ' ' Two kinds Of effeCTS observed => two situations
pronounced as a vowel Ci Vi C2 Va2 C3 Vs G Vi C2|V2|Cs V3 C4 Vs rphan \! N Citiintinm 1. Dolatinnahin with neerodina mrlore
-A/fef'”afions be_l,ween C Cmd QC ‘ L/,,—"/ ‘ ‘ L/’,Hx’/ ‘ ‘ ! = < UUI.lU" & RCIUIIU”DIUP wiTtTn Pl CbCUllly TIUGICUO
| b e 2] r o a2k | gt g C1 VJ\ CJZ V2 C3 V3 C4 V4 C1 Vi Cf V2 C3 V3 Ca V4 e.g. English and Standard German (cf. (A))
Option 2. SCs are consonantal in essence... s a2« | @ v \I h " v |”’ " YA Situation 2: Relationship with following nucleus
.. because they sit in onsets. Vocalic behaviour 3 SCs are Jef+-branching in German 5 Y Y e.g. Czech, Serbian, Slovak and Emé (cf. (B))
of SCs: SCs branch on a heighbouring nucleus. ’ J SCs are right-branching in Cz, Se. and Sl. > Two kinds of SCs - /eft- vs. right-branchingness
: : : IC. of SCs is a language-specific parameter
Option 2a. SCs are right-branching ,. , | | (D) Short vs. long SCs in Slovak L 9 99 P, | .p .
Literature: Blaho [2001], Rennison T \V/ | Literature: Blaho [2001, 2004] PredicTion: within a single language, The preceding
[1999:333ff], Rowicka [2001], Scheer [2009], | .-~ C1 Vi C2 V2 C3 V3 C4 V4 No minimal paire (minimal o ted for | and the following nucleus cannot be active at the
Zikova [2007]... C L <h o mmml'g) pairs (minimal pairs are atfested for long VS. |s;e time.. except in systems where SCs are
' k e 2kl g | @ short vowels .
: : : - Speaker intuition rather not reliable for distinguishing long contrastive for length, e.g. Slovak (cf. Blaho [2004])
Option 2b. SCs are /eft-branching (C) Eastern Middle German and short SCs
Literature: Hall [1992:35ff], Harris Vv C Literature: Paul, Wiehl & Grosse [1998 (1881)], Schirmunski [1962 . . . , 4 Discussion
[1994:224f], Scheer [1998, 2004, 2008], ‘ (1956)]... BUT: Good phaqa/ag/ca/ elfldence from Rythmic Law Can /eff-branching and righf-branching SCs coexist
Szigetvdri [1999:117ff, 2001], Toft [2002], Case markers with underlyingly long L : 5
Wiese [1996:246]... ¢ | Standard language: OsL affected MHG short vowels followed "\ " "N + p| _7m Nom. Dat. | . within a single language:
| by full vowels, empty nuclei and SCs Gov. shorten when the root Sg. PI. olosses | Tf yes: left- vs. right-branchingness = lexical
Option 2c. SCs are /left- @ r{th- Eastern Middle German (Emé): Orphan $ vowel is long (prohibition a. ZV/?.”“ ZV/?.’"G:’" W]?mafr‘ If no: True, universal parameter
branching OsL did not take place before SCs ¢, v, ¢, Vz Cs Vs Cs Va  of two long vowels in a row) wica | ulic-am | stree 5 K
E a. MHG vaters ter (stand.) . Jika  lik-am @ “meadow" |2- K€Y |
Problem: g. varer ‘l\/[a ] ér \Stan B \ P a.and b. < reactiononshort sl b. o . < “prince” |CC "Consonant Cluster" // Cz "Czech” // Dat. "Dative" // E.
2 nuclei filled with a piece Of\l/ vs. flalter (EmG) "father v a2 t dr @ s '039d'"°:)* \éow|els - (Blaho s | smdm | “roe” "English" // EMé “Eastern Middle German" // Gov.
melody => equivalent of a fong vowel C SCs were not able to license a preceding nucleus in EMG gcg” d. g dC Ggscis 01;5 s [2001:11]) ¢. v_/ga v?/n—a’m “wave" Government” // Lic. l‘:lcensmg // MHG N'\'lddle High German
Literature: Blaho [2001:23ff, 2004:46].. > SC t left-b hina in EMG under d. do, under - 5 T (1050-1350) // NHe "New High German" (1650-) // Nom.
S are hot Je ranching in em c. do not provoke shortening 4 vrba  veb-am “W'HOW” “Nominative" // Pl. "Plural" // SC "Syllabic Consonant” // Se.
= SCs are right-branching in EM6 of -dm hlbka | hibk-am = “depth” |sgepbian” // Sg. “Singular” // Sl. “Slovak"
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