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Paradigmatic constraints on analogical support

AS-V and AS-H
intraparadigmatic uniformity constraints, which compare some property of 
the forms of a subparadigm candidate with that of other forms of the 
paradigm of a specific stem

AS-C
  interparadigmatic constraint which compares forms of the candidate 

subparadigm of a given stem with forms of the corresponding subparadigms 
of other stems that belong to the same stem class



  



  



  



  



  

Analysis

Like "classical" OT (Prince & Smolensky 1993/2004) 

● competing candidates
● ranked set of constraints

Unlike "classical" OT
● candidates        

➢ not an infinite number by Gen (Archangeli and Pulleyblank 2015)
➢ (sub)paradigms, not individual form
➢ the logically possible (sub)paradigms of forms resulting from the 

combination of one, more than one, all or none of the available affix 
allomorphs with the relevant stem (4 forms: 24=16 subparadigm)

● constraints        

➢ not part of UG but language-specific generalisations over (sets of) surface 
forms

➢ evaluate each member of the candidate paradigm and the violations are 
added up (McCarthy 2005) 

➢ strict interpretation: a candidate paradigm is penalised by a constraint Z 
(and Z is violated) if the candidate paradigm

  i. contains a form that is not facilitated by Z or
  ii. does not contain a form that is facilitated by Z
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